PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 — 0MB  GUIDELINES 
Bacause  of  the  great  demand,  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
will  reprint  and  make  available  extra  copies  of  OMB’s  Guidelines 
for  Implementation  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  These  reprints 
will  be  available  on  or  about  August  7,  1975.  To  obtain  copies, 
call  523-5243  or  come  to  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  at 
1100  L  St  NW,  Room  8401. 


PART  I 


BICENTENNIAL 

ARBA  regulations  on  commemorative  licensing  program..  32744 

MEDICARE 

HEW  rule  on  nonallowable  costs  related  to  certain  capital 
expenditures  .  32742 

NEW  DRUGS 

FDA  requires  additional  warnings  on  labeling  for  di- 

32773 


ethylstlbestrol  and  related  drugs. 


COMMUNICATIONS  EQUIPMENT 

FOC  clarifies  labeling  requirements . 

ADP  SYSTEMS 

GSA  proposes  amendments  to  property  management 
regulations;  comments  by  10-3-75 . 


PROFIT  MARGINS 

FEA  procedures  allowing  firms  to  remit  revenues  gained 
by  exceeding  base  price  limitations — . . . . 


SAVINGS  DEPOSITS 

FRS  exterKis  member  bank  third  party  payment  services; 
effective  9-2-75 . . 


HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

DoT/Materials  Transportation  Bureau  proposes  trans¬ 
portation  exemption  procedures;  comments  by  9- 
12-75  . . . . . - . . . 


FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION 

OMB  issues  regulations  on  availability  of  information; 
effective  2-19-75 . . . . 


PART  II 


WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Employee  responsibilities  and  conduct  regulations; 

effective  8-4-75 . . . . . 


reminders 

\ 

(Hie  Items  In  this  list  were  edltorlelly  oonyilled  es  an  aid  to  Feoxeal  Rkoisteb  users.  Inelusltm  or  exclusion  from  thu  lud  has  no 
legal  significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

EPA^— Control  of  air  pollution  from  new 
motor  vehicles  and  new  motor  vehicle 
engines;  recall  regulations;  decal  re¬ 
quirements .  28066;  7-3-75 

Pesticide  programs;  registration,  re-, 
registration  and  classification. 

28242;  7^75  ' 

FDIC — Rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
applicable  to  proceedings  pursuant  to 
section  10(c)  of  the  Federal  Deposit 

Insurance  Act . 28048;  7-3-75 

GSA — Procurement  of  items  using  jewel 

bearings .  18785;  4-30-75 

HEW/FDA — Food  additives:  Cacao  prod¬ 
ucts  and  confectionery .  24161; 

6-4-75 

Daily  List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  .were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  toda/s 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
he  made  by  dialing,202-523-5284.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-52^5240. 
Tb  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  daUy,  M(mday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Aot  (40  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  UR.C., 
Ch.  15)  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Supwlntendent  of  Doctunents,  DR.  Govunment  Printing  Office,  Washlngt<m,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Fedkxai.  Rsgistbb  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamaUons  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
genwal  i^ipllcablllty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
doc\iments  of  public  Interest. 


The  Fkdxeal  ItaaiSTB  will  be  fximlshed  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  05.00  per  month  or  045  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  ohe<d:  or  mcmey  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Dociunenta.  DJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
DXl.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  repuUlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Fedkeal  Rxcnsm. 
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HIGHUGHTS— Continued 


PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

USDA  issues  proposals  implementing  provisions  of  the 

Act;  comments  by  8-20-75 . 32756 

MEETINGS— 

Interior/BLM:  Alaska  State  Multiple  Use  Advisory 

Board,  9-4  through  9-6-75 .  32766 

GSA;  Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Architectural 

'and  Engpneering  Services,  8-18-75 . ^ .  32796 

National  Science  Foundation:  Workshop  on  Increasing 
Efficiency  and  Effectiveness  in  Electric  Power 

generation,  8-21  and  8-22-75 .  32796 

VA:  Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances, 

8-15-75  . 32799 

CAB:  Advisory  Committee  on  Procedural  Reforms, 

8-23-75  . 32774 

FCC:  Telephone  Interconnection,  August . . .  32781 

HEW:  Review  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation,  8-18 

and  8-19-75 .  32773 


DoD/Secretary:  DOR&E  High  Energy  Laser  Review 

Group  (HELRG),  9-9  and  9-10-75 . . .  32766 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  “Electronic 

Test  Equipment”,  9-16  and  9-17-75 . 32765 

Defense  Intelligence  Agency,  availability  of  meeting 

reports  .  32765 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 
Subcommittee  on  Standardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power 
Plant  System,  8-4-75 . .  32797 

CANCELLED  MEETING 

HEW/Education  Office:  Advisory  Committee  on  Ac¬ 
creditation  and  Institutional  Eligibility .  32773 


This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status  of  any  document 
published  in  this  issue.  Detailed  table  of  comments  appears 
in  this  issue. 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Ex];>enses  and  rate  of  assessment: 

Apricots  grown  In  Wash _  32730 

Peaches  (fresh)  grown  In  Wash.  32730 
Limitations  of  handling  and  ship¬ 
ping: 

Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in  Calif. 


and  Oreg _  32730 

Proposed  Rules 
Milk  marketing  orders: 

Paducah  area _  32751 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service;  Com¬ 
modity  Cr^t  Corporation;  For¬ 
est  Service;  Rural  E3ectitficatlon 
Administration;  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

Proposed  Rules 
Privacy  Act  of  1974 : 

Implementation _  32756 

AMERICAN  REVOLUTION  BICENTENNIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Economic  Develc^mrat  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

International  Air  Trfmsport  Asso¬ 
ciation;  agreement  relating  to 


passenger  fares;  correction  (2 
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Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc.; 
route  realignment  request;  cor¬ 
rection  _  32778 

Heartngs.  etc.: 

Baggage  allowance  tariff  rules..  32775 

Harlingen  service  case _  32775 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  _  32775 
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Shreveport  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Shreveport  airpmii 

authority _  32776 

Transportes  Aereos  Benianos, 

S.A  _  32777 

World  Airways,  Inc _  32778 

Meetings: 

Procedural  Reforms  Advisory 
Committee _  32774 


Rules 

OfBclal  commemorative  licensing 
program;  description _  32744 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Quarantine  areas;  plant  pest  reg¬ 
ulations,  etc.: 

BruceDosls .  32732 

Proposed  Rules 

Viruses,  serums,  toxins,  and  analo¬ 
gous  products: 

Blologl^  products;  new  stand¬ 


ards  _  32764 
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Extension  of  time _  32754 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 
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ments)  _  32727 

Regional  Commissions _  32727 
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tion  of  home  ofSce  expenses  to 
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DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency. 
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Meetings: 

DDR&E  High  Enmgy  Laser  Re¬ 
view  Oroup  (HEUtO) _  32766 
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The  following  numorical  guida  la  a  list  of  the  parts  of  aach  titia  of  tha  Coda  of  Fadaral  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's 
issue.  A  cumulativa  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  tha  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  published 
since  January  1, 1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 
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71  (6  documents) _ 32740-32742 
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Proposed  Rules: 

73  (2  documents) _  32762,  32763 

49  CFR 
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This  sscUon  sf  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  rsculatory  documents  having  ganaral  appUcaMMy  and  legal  ■Rcct  mast  of  vMeh  are 
hayod  to  and  codiflad  In  tha  Coda  of  Fddaral  Ragulattona,  which  Is  puWishad  under  50  tittas  pursuant  to  44  UAC.  ISIQ. 

TTta  Coda  of  Federal  Ragulationa  is  sold  by  tha  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  Of  each  month. 


TMig  5— Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Agriculture 

Section  213.3313  Is  amended  to  show 
that  (xie  position  of  Staff  Assistant  to 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  is  excepted 
under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  August  4,  1875,  |  213.3313(c) 
(8)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3313  Department  of  Agricuhare. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Oiflceof  the  Under  Secretary.  •  •  • 
(8)  One  Staff  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Undersecretary. 

(ft  UJB.O.  asca.  3801,  3808;  BO  10677,  3  CFR 
1064-1966  Comp.,  p.  818) 

UiriTXO  States  Cvm.  Serv¬ 
ice  COKMTSagON, 

[seal]  James  C.  Sprt, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  CommissUmers. 
[FB  Doc.76-10994  Filed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  reflect 
the  following  title  change  from:  Two 
Special  Assistants  to  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Legislative  Affairs,  to  Two 
Assistants  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Legislative  Affairs. 

Effective  August  4.  1975,  i  213.3315(a) 
(29)  is  revised  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  * 

(29)  Two  Asisstants  to  the  Deputy  Un¬ 
der  Secretary  for  Legislative  Affairs. 

rD£.C.  8301.  8302;  BO  10677,  3  CFR  1984-68, 
Comp.,  p.  218) 

Urtted  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  (Tommissior. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-a01Sl  Filed  3-l-76;8:46  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amoided  to  diow 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  (Steno)  to 
the  Administrator  for  Pension  and  WM- 
fare  Benefits  is  excepted  under  Schedule 
C. 


Effective  on  August  4,  1975,  8  213.3315 
(a)  (42)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(42)  One  Secretary  (Steno)  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefits. 

(ft  UB.C.  8301,  3302;  BO  10677,  3  CFR  1964- 
1968  Oonu).,  p.  218) 

Urtted  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  COMMISSIOR, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant, 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.7ft-30160  FUed  6-l-76;8:45  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Regional  Commissions,  Public  Works  and 
Economic  Development  Act  of  1965 

Section  213.3386  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Federal  Cochairman.  New  England 
Regional  Commission,  is  reestablished 
under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  <m  August  4,  1975,  I  213.3386 
(a)  is  amended  to  read  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3386  Regional  Commissions,  Pnb- 
lic  Works  and  Economic  Develop- 
ment  Act  of  1965. 

(a)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman  of  each  Regional  Com- 
mis^on  established  under  the  Public 
Works  and  Economic  Development  Act  of 
1965. 

(8  D.S.C.  3301.  3302;  BO  10677,  3  CFR  1964- 
1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

Uriteo  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant , 
to  ttie  Commissioner's. 
IFR  DOC.75-201S2  FUed  8-l-7S;8:46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
Section  213.3339  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  to  the 
Chairman  is  excepted  imder  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  August  4,  1975,  f  213.3339 
(J)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

.S  213.3339  UJS.  International  Trade 
Commiaaion. 


(J)  One  Secretary  to  the  Cbainnan. 

(6  irj3.C.  3301.  8302;  BO  10677,  8  OKt  1964- 
1988  Comp.,  p.  818) 

Urited  States  Civil  Serv- 

ICS  COMMISSIOR, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spey, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.76-30149  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
U.S.  IntemationaJ  Trade  Commission 

Section  2133339  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  to  a  Com¬ 
missioner  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  August  4,  1975.  f  213.3339 
(k)  is  added  as  set  out  bdow: 

§  2133339  IJ3.  International  Trade 
Gommiseion. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(k)  Secretary  to  a  Commissioner. 

(5  UA.C.  8301,  3308;  BO  10577.  8  CFR  1964- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  318) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-20148  FUed  S-1-78;S:46  am] 

CHAPTER  III— OmCE  OF  MANAfiEMENT 
AND  BUDGET 

PART  1303— PUBLIC  INFORMATION  PRO¬ 
VISIONS  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES  ACT 

On  Fdtiruary  19.  1975,  the  Office  of 
Managqnent  and  Budget  issued  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  (40  FR  7346)  to 
amend  Chapter  m.  Part  1303  of  Title  5. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  regarding 
the  implementation  of  the  public  infor¬ 
mation  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedures  Act  (5  UJ3.C.  552,  as 
amended).  These  proposed  regulations 
reflect  the  amendments  to  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  enacted  as  Pub.  L. 
No.  93-502  (88  StaL  1561).  Written  com- 
mmts  were  invited  througdi  March  31. 
1975. 

One  written  cor.iment  was  received  In 
response  to  the  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making,  and  was  considered  by  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  OMB  has 
revised  its  proposed  rules  to  accommo¬ 
date  the  suggested  revtehms. 

In  view  of  the  foregotnt  Gbapler  m. 
Part  1303  of  Title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
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Regulations  Is  amended  as  set  forth  be> 
low,  effective  F^ruary  19, 1975. 

ExKcxmvx  Omcx  or  thx  Pazsimn 

Mots:  Until  further  regulations  are  pro¬ 
mulgated,  the  remainder  of  the  entitles  with¬ 
in  the  SzecutlTe  Office  of  the  President,  to  the 
extent  that  6  n.S.C.  663  Is  i4>pllcahle,  shell 
follow  the  procedtires  set  forth  In  the  regu¬ 
lations  applicable  to  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget.  Requests  for  Information 
from  these  other  entitles  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  directly  to  such  entity. 

Omci  OF  lliANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 
ORGANIZATION  AND  INFORMATION 

Pursuant  to  section  552  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  as  ammded,  the  fol- 
lowhig  notice  is  published: 

OBGANI2ATION 

Sec. 

1303.1  General. 

1303.3  Authority  and  functions. 

1303.8  Organization. 

Procedures 

1303.10  Methods  of  operation. 

AvamABiLrrT  or  Informatiom 

1308.30  Inq>ectlon,  copying  and  exceptions. 
Charges  for  Search  for  Reproduction 

1303.30  Schedule  of  fees  and  method  of  pay¬ 

ment  for  services  rendered. 

Organization 
§  1303.1  General. 

This  information  is  furnished  for  the 
guidance  of  the  public  and  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  section  552  of 
title  5,  United  States  Code,  as  amended. 

§  1303.2  Authority  and  functions. 

(a)  The  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  was  established  in  the  Executive 
Office  of  the  President  pursuant  to  Part 
I  of  Reorgsmization  Plw  No.  2  of  1970 
(35  PR  7959),  effective  July  1, 1970.  That 
Plan  transferred  to  the  President  all 
functions  vested  by  law  in  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  or  its  Director,  and  des¬ 
ignated  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  as 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 
By  Executive  Order  No.  11541  of  July  1, 
1970  (35  FR  10737) ,  the  President  dele¬ 
gated  all  functions  transferred  to  him  by 
Part  1  of  the  Plan  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 

(b)  The  principal  statutory  functions 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budg¬ 
et  are  contained  in  the  Budget  and  Ac- 
coimting  Act  of  1921  (42  Stat.  20,  31 
UB.C.  1-25) ;  the  Federal  Reports  Act  of 
1942  (44  U.S.C.  3501-3511) ;  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Corporation  Control  Act  (59  Stat. 
597,  31  U.S.C.  841-869) ;  the  Budget  and 
Accounting  Procedures  Act  of  1950  (65 
Stat.  832) ,  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Budget  and  Impoundment  Control 
Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-344) ,  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act  (Pub.  L. 
93-400) ,  and  the  Privacy  Act  'of  1974 
(Pub.  L.  93-579) . 

(c)  ITie  functions  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  are  carried  out  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  statutes 


cited  above  and  the  provisions  of  vari¬ 
ous  Executive  orders — principcdly.  Exec¬ 
ute  Order  No.  8248  ot  September  8, 1939 
iCFR  Com.  SuiH>.>  P.  576) ,  outlining  cer¬ 
tain  functions  to  be  performed  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  the  President, 
and  Executive  Order  No.  11230  of  June 
28,  1965  (3  CFR  1965  Supp.,  p.  146),  as 
amended,  delegating  certain  functions  of 
the  President  to  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget.  Under  the  terms  of 
Executive  Order  No.  11541  of  Julyl,  1970, 
the  assignments  and  delegaticms  made  in 
the  earlier  orders  are  to  be  considered 
as  assignments  to  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  and  its  Director. 

§  1303.3  Organization. 

The  central  organization  of  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  consists  of — 

(a)  The  Office  of  the  Director,  which 
includes  the  Director  and  the  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  and  their  principal  assistants,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Administration. 

(b)  The  Administrator  of  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy. 

(c)  Three  Associate  and  Assistant  Di¬ 
rectors  with  Government-wide  manage¬ 
ment  responsibilities  in  specialized  areas, 
as  follows: 

Executive  Development  and  Labor  Relations 
Legislative  Reference 
Management  and  Operations 

(d)  Five  program  and  budget  Asso¬ 
ciate  and  Assistant  Directors,  as  follows: 
Budget  Review 

National  Security  and  International  Affairs 
Human  and  Conununity  Affairs 
Economics  and  Government 
Natural  Resources,  Energy,  and  Science 

(e)  The  Office  has  no  field  organiza¬ 
tion. 

(f)  Units  of  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  are  presently  located  in  the 
Executive  Office  BuildW,  17th  Street 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  and  in 
the  New  Executive  Office  Building,  17th 
and  H  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503.  Regular  office  hours  are  from 
9  a.m.  to  5:30  pm.,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day.  Both  buildings  are  under  security 
control.  Persons  desiring  to  visit  (^cers 
or  employees  of  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  in  either  building  will 
usually  find  it  easier  to  do  so  if  they  write 
or  telephone  in  advance  for  an 
appointment. 

Procedures 

§  1303.10  Methods  of  operation. 

(a)  The  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  maintains  current  indexes  which 
identify  mformation  pertaining  to  mat¬ 
ters  issued,  adopted,  or  promulgated  after 
July  4,  1967,  that  are  within  the  scope 
of  5  UB.C.  552(a)  (2) .  These  indexes  are 
updated  quarterly  and  are  published  in 
the  FtoERAL  Register.  They  are  also 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  Office’s  Publications  Office, 
Room  G-236,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  17th  and  H  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20503.  The  Indexes  may 
be  examined  between  the  hours  of  9:00 


a.m.  and  5:30  pm.  on  any  day,  except 
Saturdays,  Simdays,  and  legal  public 
holidays. 

(b)  The  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  has  established  an  Internal  Com¬ 
mittee  (m  Freedom  of  Infmmation  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  Committee), 
chaired  by  the  Deputy  Director.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  Committee  is  to  oversee  the 
Office’s  administration  of  the  PTeedom 
of  Information  Act  as  amended  and  to 
recommend  action  on  any  appeals  that 
may  be  filed  in  the  event  a  request  for 
Information  is  dmied. 

(c)  The  Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Administrati(m  Is  responsible  for  acting 
on  all  initial  requests.  Individuals  wish¬ 
ing  t&  obtain  any  information  listed  on 
the  indexes  should  address  their  request 
in  writing  to  the  Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  Phone  395-4790.  Requests  for  in¬ 
formation  shall  be  as  specific  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

(d)  Upon  receipt  of  any  request  for  in¬ 
formation  or  records,  the  Assistant  to  the 
Director  for  Administration  will  deter¬ 
mine  within  10  days  (excepting  Satur¬ 
days,  Sundays,  and  legal  piffiUc  holidays) 
whether  it  is  appropriate  to  grant  the  re¬ 
quest  and  will  immediately  provide  writ¬ 
ten  notification  to  the  person  making  the 
request.  If  the  request  is  denied,  the 
written  notification  will  also  Include  the 
names  of  other  individuals  who  partic¬ 
ipated  in  the  determination  and  a  notice 
that  an  appeal  may  be  lodged  including 
the  format  and  content  of  any  such  ap¬ 
peal  within  the  Office  of  Managnnent  and 
Budget.  (Receipt  of  a  request  as  used 
herein  means  the  date  the  request  is  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  office  of  the  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Administration.) 

(e)  In  the  event  the  request  is  denied 
and  that  denial  is  appealed,  the  Assistant 
to  the  Director  for  Administration  will 
refer  the  appeal  to  the  Committee  which 
will  recommend  a  determination  to  the 
Deputy  Director.  Appeals  shall  be  set 
forth  in  writing  and  addressed  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Director  for  Administra¬ 
tion  at  the  address  specified  in  (c)  of  this 
section.  Hie  appeal  shall  include  a  state¬ 
ment  explaining  the  basis  for  the  appeal. 
Determinations  of  aiH>eals  will  be  set 
forth  in  writing  and  signed  by  the  Deputy 
Director,  or  his  designee  within  20  days 
(excepting  Saturdays.  Sundays,  and  legal 
public  holidays) .  If,  on  appeal,  the  denial 
is  in  whole  or  in  part  upheld,  the  written 
determination  will  also  contain  a  notifi¬ 
cation  of  the  provisions  for  judicial  re¬ 
view  and  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
participated  in  the  determination. 

(f)  In  unusual  circumstances,  the  time 
limits  prescribed  in  (d)  and  (e)  of  this 
section  may  be  extended  for  not  more 
than  10  working  days  (excepting  Satur- 
da3rs.  Sundays,  or  legal  public  holidays). 
Extensions  may  be  granted  by  the  Deputy 
Director.  The  extension  period  may  be 
split  between  the  initial  request  and  the 
appeal  but  in  no  instance  may  the  total 
period  exceed  10  working  days.  Exten¬ 
sions  will  be  by  written  notice  to  the 
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persons  making  the  request  and  will  set 
forth  the  reasons  for  the  extension  and 
the  date  the  determination  is  expected. 
As  used  herein,  but  only  to  the  extent 
reasonably  necessary  to  the  proper  proc¬ 
essing  of  the  particular  request,  the  term 
“unusual  circumstances”  means: 

(1)  The  need  to  search  for  and  collect 
the  requested  records  from  establish¬ 
ments  that  are  separate  from  the  office 
processing  the  request; 

(2)  The  need  to  search  for.  collect,  and 
examine  a  voluminous  amount  of  sepa¬ 
rate  and  distinct  records  which  are  de¬ 
manded  in  a  single  request:  or 

(3)  The  need  for  consultation,  which 
shall  be  conducted  with  all  practical 
speed,  with  another  agmcy  having  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  determination  of 
the  request  or  among  two  or  more  ccmi- 
ponents  of  the  agency  which  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  subject  matter  interest  thertin. 

Avaujuility  op  Inpokiiation 

§  130S.20  Inspection,  copying,  and  ex¬ 
ceptions. 

(a)  When  a  request  for  information 
has  been  approved  pursuant  to  9  1303.10, 
the  person  making  the  request  may  make 
an  appointment  to  Inspect  or  copy  the 
materials  requested  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  by  writing  or  telephoning  the 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  at  the  address  or  telephone  niun- 
ber  listed  in  section  10(c).  Such  ma¬ 
terials  may  be  copied  manually  without 
charge,  and  reasonable  facilities  will  be 
made  available  for  that  purpose.  Also, 
copies  of  individual  pages  of  such  ma¬ 
terials  will  be  made  available  at  the 
price  per  page  specified  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  1  1303.30;  however,  the'  right  is  re¬ 
served  to  limit  to  a  reasonable  quantity 
the  copies  of  such  materials  which  may 
be  made  available  in  this  manner  when 
copies  also  are  offered  for  sale  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents. 

(b)  Certain  functional  units  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  solely 
advise  and  assist  the  President,  and 
therefore  these  units  are  not  covered  by 
5  n.S.C.  552.  However,  the  Director  or 
the  Deputy  Director,  acting  on  his  bdialf , 
may  determine  that  a  record  which  falls 
in  one  of  the  following  categmies  shall  be 
made  available.  These  units  carry  out 
activities  that  provide  advice  and  assist¬ 
ance  to  the  Prudent  with  regard  to: 

(1)  The  formulation  and  preparation 
of  the  Federal  budget, 

(2)  The  processing  of  enrolled  bills 
and  determinations  of  the  r^tionshlpe 
of  pending  and  proposed  legislation  to 
the  program  of  the  ih^ident. 

(3)  The  ccanpoisation  of  Federal  em¬ 
ployees, 

(4)  The  establishment  and  organiza¬ 
tion  of  new  agencies  and  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  of  existing  programs  and  agencies, 
and 

(5)  The  preparation  of  Executive  Or¬ 
ders  and  Proclamations. 

(c)  Except  to  the  extent  that  the  Di¬ 
rector  or  Deputy  Director,  acting  on  his 
behalf,  determines  that  a  record  which 
falls  idthln  (me  of  the  following  cate¬ 
gories  Shan  be  made  available,  this  sec¬ 


tion  shall  not  apply  to  matters  that  are — 

(1) (i)  Speciflcally  authorized  under 
criteria  established  by  ah  Executive 
Order  to  be  kept  secret  in  the  interest 
of  the  national  defense  or  foreign  policy, 
and  (il)  are  in  fact  properly  classified 
pmrsuant  to  such  Executive  Chrder. 

(2)  Related  solely  to  the  internsJ  per¬ 
sonnel  rules  and  practices  of  the  Office; 

(3)  SpeciflcaHy  exempted  from  disclo¬ 
sure  by  statute; 

(4)  Trade  secrets  and  commercial  or 
financial  information  obtained  from  a 
person  and  privileged  or  confidential; 

(5)  Interagency  or  intra-agency  mem¬ 
orandums  or  letters  which  would  not  be 
available  by  law  to  a  party  other  than 
an  agency  in  litii^tlon  with  the  Office; 

(6)  Personnel  and  medical  files  and 
similar  files  the  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted  inva¬ 
sion  of  personal  privacy; 

(7)  Investigatory  records  compiled  for 
law  ^orcement  purposes,  but  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  production  of  such 
records  would  (i)  interfere  with  enforce¬ 
ment  proceedings,  (ii)  deprive  a  person 
of  a  right  to  a  fair  trial  or  an  Impartial 
adjudication,  (ill)  constitute  an  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy,  (tv) 
disclose  the  identity  of  a  confidential 
source  and,  in  the  case  of  a  record  com¬ 
piled  by  a  (uiminal  law  enforcement  au¬ 
thority  in  the  course  of  a  criminal  in¬ 
vestigation,  or  by  an  agency  conducting 
a  lawful  national  security  intelligence 
investigation,  confidential  information 
furnished  only  by  the  confidential  source. 
(V)  discloee  investigstive  techniques  and 
procedures,  or  (vi)  endanger  the  life  or 
imysical  safety  of  law  enforcement  per- 
sonnd; 

(8)  Contained  in  rdated  to  exami¬ 
nation,  operating,  or  (X)ndition  reports 
prepared  by,  on  behalf  of,  or  for  the  use 

n**  agency  responsiUe  for  the  regula¬ 
tion  or  supervlsicm  of  financial  institu- 
titms;  or 

(9)  Geological  and  geophysical  infor¬ 
mation  and  data,  including  maps,  con¬ 
cerning  weUs. 

ChaXGKS  rOR  SXARCH  AND  RkpRODUCTION 

§  1303.S0  Sdiedele  of  feet  and  method 
of  payment  for  aerviees. 

(a)  Following  is  the  fees  schedule  for 
the  search  and  reproduction  of  informa¬ 
tion  available  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552),  as  amend¬ 
ed. 

(1)  Search  for  records — $5.00  per  hour 
when  the  search  is  conducted  by  a  cler¬ 
ical  employee.  $8.00  per  hour  when  the 
search  is  conducted  by  a  prtffessional  em¬ 
ployee.  No  charge  for  searches  of  less 
than  1  hour. 

(2)  Duplication  of  records — Records 
will  be  duplicated  at  a  rate  of  $.10  per 
page  for  all  copying  of  4  pages  or  more. 
There  is  no  chsurge  for  duifiicating  3  or 
fewer  pages. 

(3)  Other — ^When  no  specdflc  fee  has 
been  established  for  a  service,  or  the  re¬ 
quest  for  a  service  does  not  faU  under 
one  of  the  above  eategwies  due  to  the 
amount  or  type  thereof,  the  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Administration  is  au¬ 


thorized  to  establish  an  appropriate  fee 
based  on  “(iirect  costs"  as  provided  in  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  No.  A-25,  "User 
charges.”  Examples  of  services  covered 
by  this  provision  include  searches  involv¬ 
ing  computer  time  or  special  travel, 
transportation,  or  cmnmunications  costs. 

(b)  If  records  requested  under  this 
part  are  stored  elsewhere  than  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  at  Washington,  D.C..  the  special 
costs  of  returning  su(ih  records  to  the 
headquarters  for  review  will  be  added  to 
the  search  costs. 

(c)  Ordinarily,  fees  shall  not  be 
charged  if  the  records  requested  are  not 
found,  or  if  all  of  the  re<x)rd8  l(x:ated  are 
withheld  as  exempt.  However,  if  the  time 
expended  in  processing  the  request  is  sub¬ 
stantial,  and  if  the  requester  has  been 
notified  of  the  estimated  cost  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  fees  may 
be  charged. 

(d)  Where  it  is  anticipated  that  the 
fees  chargeable  under  this  section  will 
amount  to  more  than  $25,  or  the  maxi¬ 
mum  amount  specified  in  the  request,  the 
requester  shall  be  promptly  notified  of 
the  amount  of  the  anticipated  fee  or  such 
portion  thereof  as  can  readily  be  esti¬ 
mated.  In  instances  where  the  estimated 
fees  win  greatly  exceed  $25,  an  advance 
deposit  may  be  required.  The  notice  or 
request  for  an  advance  deposit  shan  ex¬ 
tend  an  offer  to  the  requester  to  consult 
with  Office  personnel  in  order  to  refor¬ 
mulate  the  re<inest  in  a  manner  which 
win  reduce  the  fees.  yet'stlU  meet  the 
needs  of  the  requester. 

(e)  Fees  m\ist  be  ixaid  in  full  prior  to 
issuance  of  re(iue8ted  copies.  In.  the  event 
the  recpiester  b  in  arrears  for  previous 
requests  for  which  the  Office  was  unable 
to  find  or  provide  the  requested  informa¬ 
tion.  (see  b.  above) ,  copies  of  records  win 
not  be  provided  for  any  subsequent  re¬ 
quest  untU  the  arrears  have  been  paid  in 
fulL 

(f)  Remittances  shaU  be  in  the  form 
either  of  a  personal  check  or  bank  draft 
drawn  on  a  bank  in  the  United  States,  or 
a  postal  money  order.  Remittances  shaU 
be  made  payable  to  the  order  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  and 
maUed  or  delivered  to  the  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Administration.  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20503. 

(g)  A  receipt  for  fees  paid  will  be 
given  upon  request.  Refund  of  fees  paid 
for  services  actuadly  rendered  will  not 
be  made. 

(h)  The  Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Administration,  or  an  officer  designated 
by  the  Assistant  to  the  Director  for  Ad¬ 
ministration  may  in  accordance  with  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  waive  all  or  part  of  any  fee  provided 
for  in  this  section  when  the  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Administration  or  the 
designated  officer  deems  it  to  be  in  either 
the  Office’s  interest  or  in  the  general 
puUlc’s  interest. 

These  regulations  are  issued  under  the 
authority  of  5  UJ3.C.  552,  as  amended  by 
Pid>.  L.  93-502. 
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For  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget. 

Velma  N.  Baldwik, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

July  29,  1975. 

[FR  DOC.7S-20173  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  921 — FRESH  PEACHES  GROWN  IN 
DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASHING¬ 
TON 

Expenses,  and  Rate  of  Assessment 


made;  (2)  the  r^evant  provisions  of  said 
marketing  agreement  and  this  part  re¬ 
quire  that  the  rate  of  assessment  fixed 
shall  be  applicable  to  aU  assessable  fresh 
peaches  from  the  beginning  of  such  pe¬ 
riod;  and  (3)  such  period  began  on 
April  1,  1975,  and  the  rate  of  assessment 
herein  fixed  will  automatically  apply  to 
all  assesable  fresh  peaches  beginning 
with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-ie,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
801-674) 

Dated:  July  29. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.78-20158  Filed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


being  made;  (2)  the  relevant  provisions 
of  said  marketing  agreement  and  this 
part  require  that  the  rate  of  assessment 
herein  fixed  shall  be  applicable  to  all 
assessable  apricots  handled  during  the 
aforesaid  period;  and  (3)  such  period 
began  on  April  1,  1975,  and  said  rate  of 
assessment  will  automatically  apply  to 
all  such  apricots  beginning  with  such 
date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UA.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  30, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  DiviHon,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20246  FUed  8~l-75;8:46  am] 


PART  947— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN 

MODOC  AND  SISKIYOU  COUNTIES  IN 

CALIFORNIA  AND  IN  ALL  COUNTIES  IN 

OREGON  EXCEPT  MALHEUR  COUNTY 

Handling  Regulation 

This  regulation,  designed  to  promote 
orderly  marketing  of  Oregon-Califomia 
potatoes,  requires  inspection  of  fresh 
market  shipments  to  keep  undesirable 
low  quality  potatoes  from  being  shipped 
to  consumers. 

Notice  of  rule  making  with  respect  to 
a  proposed  handling  regulation,  to  be 
effective  under  Marketing  Agreement  No. 
114  and  Marketing  Order  No.  947,  both 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  947) ,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown 
in  the  designated  production  area,  was 
published  in  the  July  15,  1975,  Federal 
Reguter  (40  FR  29726).  This  program 
is  effective  under  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) .  The  no¬ 
tice  afforded  interested  persons  through 
July  28,  1975,  to  file  writtoi  data,  views 
or  arguments  pertaining  to  that  proposal. 
None  was  filed. 

The  recommendations  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  refiect  its  appraisal  of  the  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  1975  crop,  in  the  production 
area  and  the  marketing  prospects  for  this 
season.  The  grade,  size,  quality,  maturity 
and  pack  requirements  as  provided  herein 
are  necessary  to  prevent  potatoes  of  low 
quality,  or  undesirable  sizes  from  being 
distributed  into  fresh  market  channels. 
They  will  also  provide  consumers  with 
good  quality  potatoes  consistent  with  the 
overall  quality  of  the  crop,  and  stand¬ 
ardize  the  quality  of  the  potatoes  shipped 
from  the  production  area  in  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  consumer  with  a  more  accept¬ 
able  product. 

Exceptions  are  provided  to  certain  of 
these  requirements  to  recognize  special 
situations  in  which  such  requirements 
would  be  inappropriate  or  unreasonable. 

A  specified  quantity  of  potatoes  may  be 
handled  without  regard  to  maturity  re- 
quironents  in  order  to  permit  growers  to 
make  test  rfiggingn  without  loss  of  the 
potatoes  so  harvested. 

Shipments  may  be  made  to  certain 
special  purpose  outlets  without  regard  to 
minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  matu¬ 
rity,  pa(^  and  inspection  requirements, 
provided  that  safeguards  are  met  to  pre- 


This  document  authorizes  expenses  of 
the  Washington  Fresh  Peach  Marketing 
Committee,  under  Marketing  Order  No. 
921,  for  the  1975-76  sestson  at  $9,262  and 
prescribes  that  each  handler  pay  $0.80 
per  ton  of  peaches  handled  as  his  prorata 
share  of  such  expenses. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  June  25, 

1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  26682)  that  consideration  was  being 
given  to  proposals  regarding  the  expenses 
and  the  fixing  of  the  rate  of  assessment 
far  the  fiscal  period  ending  March  31, 

1976,  pursuant  to  the  marketing  agree  - 
ment  and  Order  No.  921  (7  CTR  Part 
921),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
peaches  grown  in  designated  coimties  in 
Washington,  effective  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674).  The  notice 
afforded  interested  persons  imtil  July  25, 
1975,  to  submit  written  data,  views,  (ur 
arguments  in  connection  with  said  pro¬ 
posals.  None  were  received.  After  consid¬ 
eration  of  all  relevant  matters  presented, 
bicluding  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such 
notice  which  were  submitted  by  the 
Washington  Fresh  Peach  Marketing 
Committee  (established  pursuant  to  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order),  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  921.214  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Expenses.  The  expenses  that  are 
reasonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by 
the  Washington  Fre^  Peach  Marketing 
Committee,  during  the  fiscal  period  be¬ 
ginning  April  1,  1975,  and  ending  March 
31.  1976,  7^  amount  to  $9,262; 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment,  payable  by  each  handler  in 
accordance  with  S  921.41  is  fixed  at 
eighty  cents  ($0.80)  per  ton  of  fresh 
peaches,  and 

(c)  Terms  used  in  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 
is  given  to  the  resp>ectlve  term  in  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postpcaiing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  imtil  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of  the  current 
crap  of  peaches  grown  in  the  designated 
counties  of  Washington  are  now  being 


PART  922— APRICOTS  GROWN  IN  DESIG¬ 
NATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASHINGTON 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment  for  the 
1975-76  Hscal  Period 

This  document  authorizes  expenses  of 
the  Washington  Apricot  Marketing  Com¬ 
mittee,  under  Marketing  Order  No.  922, 
for  the  1975-76  season  at  $2,421  and  pre¬ 
scribes  that  handlers  pay  $1.30  per  ton  to 
defray  such  expenses. 

On  June  27,  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  27242)  regarding  pro¬ 
posed  expenses  and  the  related  rate  of 
assessment  for  the  period  Apr(l  1,  1975, 
through  March  31,  1976,  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  922,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
922),  regulating  the  handling  of  apri¬ 
cots  grown  in  designated  counties  in 
Washington.  This  regulatory  program  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674),  The  notice  afforded 
interested  persons  until  July  21,  1975,  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
in  connection  with  said  proposals.  None 
were  received.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matters  presented,  including  the 
proposals  set  forth  in  such  notice  which 
were  submitted  by  the  Washington  Apri¬ 
cot  Marketing  Committee  (established 
pursuant  to  said  marketing  agreement 
and  order) .  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined  that: 

Section  922.215  is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  922.215  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Washington  Apricot  Marketing  Commit¬ 
tee  during  the  period  April  1,  1975, 
through  March  31,  1976,  will  amount  to 
$2,421. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  I  922.41, 
is  fixed  at  $1.30  per  ton  of  apricots. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  ha:«of  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
XJJS.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  shipmmts  of  the 
current  crop  of  apricots  grown  in  desig¬ 
nated  counties  in  Washington  are  now 
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vent  such  potatoes  from  reaching  unau¬ 
thorized  outlets.  Certified  seed  is  so  ex¬ 
empt,  subject  to  the  safeguard  provisions 
only  when  shipped  from  the  district 
where  grown. 

Shipments  for  use  as  livestock  feed 
within  the  production  area  or  to  specified 
adjacent  areas  are  likewise  exempt;  a 
limit  to  the  destinations  of  such  ship¬ 
ments  is  provided  so  that  their  use  for 
the  purpose  specified  may  be  reasonably 
assured.  Shipments  of  potatoes  between 
Districts  2  and  4  for  idanting,  grading, 
and  storing  are  exempt  from  require¬ 
ments  because  these  two  areas  have  no 
natimd  division.  Other  districts  are  more 
clearly  separated  and  do  not  have  this 
problem.  For  the  same  reason,  potatoes 
grown  in  District  5  may  be  shipped  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  aforesaid  requirements 
to  the  Counties  of  Adams,  Benton, 
Franklin  and  Walla  Walla  in  the  State 
of  Washington,  and  Malheur  County, 
Oregon,  for  grading  and  storing.  Since 
no  purpose  would  be  served  by  regulating 
potatoes  used  for  charity  piuTX>ses,  such 
potatoes  are  exempt.  Also  potatoes  of 
most  processing  uses  are  exempt  under 
the  le^lative  authority  for  this  part. 

Requirements  for  export  shipments 
differ  from  those  for  domestic  markets. 
Smaller  sizes  are  more  acceptable  in  for¬ 
eign  markets.  Therefore,  different  re- 
quimnents  for  export  shipments  are 
provided. 

Findinffs.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  including  the 
propmal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice 
which  was  recommended  by  the  Oregon- 
Califomla  Potato  Committee,  established 
pmmtant  to  said  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
handling  regulation,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  its  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  ship¬ 
ments  of  potatoes  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  will  begin  on  or  about  the 
effective  date  specified  herein,  (2)-  to 
maximize  benefits  to  producers,  this  reg¬ 
ulation  should  apply  to  as  many  ship¬ 
ments  as  possible  during  the  markethig 
season,  and  (3)  compliance  with  this  reg¬ 
ulation,  which  is  similar  to  that  in  effect 
during  previous  marketing  seasons,  will 
not  require  any  siiecial  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  thereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  by  August  5,  1975. 

§  947.333  [Removed] 

1.  Termination  of  regulations:  Han¬ 
dling  regulation  {  947.333  effective  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1974,  through  October  15,  1975 
(39  FR  30341  and  39  FR  32011)  shaU  be 
terminated  August  5, 1975. 

2.  Section  947.334  is  added  to  read  as 
set  forth  below. 

§  947.334  Handling  regulation. 

During  the  period  August  5,  1975, 
through  October  15, 1976,  no  person  shall 
handle  any  lot  of  potatoes  unless  such 
potatoes  meet  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f) 


of  this  section,  or  unless  such  potatoes 
are  handled  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graphs  (g) ,  (h)  or  (i)  of  this  section. 

(a)  Grade  requirements.  All  varieties 
— U.S.  No.  2,  or  better  grade:  Except  that 
potatoes  designated  n.S.  Commercial 
shall  meet  all  of  the  requirements  and 
tolerances  of  n.S.  No.  1,  except  that  they 
may  be  no  more  than  “slightly  dirty.” 

(b)  Size  requirements.  All  varieties — 
IVa  inches  minimum  diameter:  Provided. 
That  potatoes  for  export  may  be  IV^ 
inches  minimum  diameter. 

(c)  Cleanliness  requirements.  All  vari¬ 
eties  and  grades — ^As  required  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Potatoes,  except  that  U.S.  Commercial 
may  be  no  more  than  “slightly  dirty.” 

(d)  Maturity  (skinning)  require- 
ments.  (1)  All  varieties — ^no  more  than 
“moderately  skinned.” 

(2)  Not  to 'exceed  a  total  of  100  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  potatoes  may  be  handled 
during  any  seven  day  period  without 
meeting  these  maturity  requirements. 
Prior  to  shipment  of  potatoes  exempt 
from  the  above  maturity  requirements, 
the  handler  shall  obtain  from  the  com¬ 
mittee  a  Certificate  of  Privilege. 

(e)  Pack.  Potatoes  packed  in  50  pound 
cartons  must  be  U.S.  No.  1  or  better 
grade. 

(f)  Inspection.  (1)  Except  when  re¬ 
lieved  by  paragraphs  (g),  (h)  or  (1)  of 
this  section,  no  person  shall  handle  po¬ 
tatoes  without  fii^  obtaining  inspection 
from  an  authorized  representative  of  the 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service. 

(2)  For  the  pTui?oee  of  operation  imder 
this  part,  unless  exempted  from  inspec¬ 
tion  by  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
each  required  inspectkm  certificate  is 
hereby  determined,  pursuant  to  §  947.60 
(c)  to  be  valid  for  a  period  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  14  dasrs  following  completion  of  in¬ 
spection  as  shown  on  the  certificate.  The 
validity  period  of  an  inspection  cer¬ 
tificate  covering  inspected  and  certified 
potatoes  that  are  stored  in  mechanically 
refrigerated  storage  within  14  days  of  the 
inspection  shall  be  14  days  exclusive  of 
the  number  of  days  that  the  potatoes 
were  held  in  refrigerated  storage. 

(3)  Any  lot  of  potatoes  previously  in¬ 
spected  pursuant  to  S  947.60(a)  is  not 
required  to  have  additional  inspection 
imder  S  947.60(b)  sffter  regrading,  resort¬ 
ing,  or  repacking  such  potatoes,  if  the 
inspection  certificate  is  valid  at  the  time 
of  regrading,  resorting,  or  repacking  of 
the  potatoes. 

(g)  Specied  purpose  shipments.  The 
minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  pack, 
maturity  and  Inspection  requirements  set 
forth  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d), 
(e)  and  (f)  of  t^  section  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  shipments  of  potatoes  for 
any  of  the  following  purposes: 

(1)  Certified  seed,  subject  to  applicable 
safeguard  requirements  of  paragraph  (h) 
of  this  section. 

(2)  Livestock  feed:  Provided.  That 
potatoes  may  not  be  handled  for  such 
purposes  if  destined  to  points  outside  of 
the  production  area,  except  that  ^p- 
ments  to  the  Counties  ^  Benton,  Frank¬ 
lin  and  Walla  Walla  in  the  State  of 
Washington  and  to  'Malheur  County. 


Oregon,  may  be  made,  subject  to  the 
safeguard  provisions  of  paragraph  (h)  of 
this  section. 

(3)  Planting  in  the  district  where 
grown,  except  that  potatoes  fur  this  pur¬ 
pose  grown  in  District  No.  2  or  District 
No.  4  may  be  shipped  between  those  two 
districts. 

(4)  Grading  or  storing,  under  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provisions : 

(i)  Between  districts  within  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  for  grading  or  storing  if 
such  shipments  meet  the  safeguard  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (h)  of  this 
section. 

(ii)  Potatoes  grown  in  District  No.  2  or 
District  No.  4  may  be  shipped  for  grading 
or  storing  between  those  two  Districts 
without  regard  to  the  safeguard  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (h)  of  this  section. 

(ill)  Potatoes  grown  in  District  No.  5 
may  be  shipped  for  grading  and  storing 
to  points  in  the  Counties  of  Adams,  Ben¬ 
ton,  Franklin  and  Walla  Walla  in  the 
State  of  Washington,  or  to  Malheur 
County,  Oregon,  without  regard  to  the 
safeguard  provisions  of  paragrai^  (h)  of 
this  section. 

(5)  Charity:  Provided,  That  shipments 
for  charity  may  not  be  reecdd  if  they  do 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  the  maiket- 
ing  order,  and  Further  Provided.  That 
shipments  in  excess  of  5  hundredweight 
per  charitable  organization  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  safeguard  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (h)  of  this  section. 

(6)  Starch  manufacture. 

(7)  Canning,  freezing,  prepeeling,  and 
“other  processing,”  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
fined  (including  storage  for  such  pur¬ 
poses). 

(h)  Safeguards. 

(1)  Each  handler  making  shipments 
of  certified  seed  outside  the  district  where 
grown  pursuant  to  paragraph  (g)  shall 
obtain  from  the  committee  a  Certificate 
of  Privilege,  and  shall  furnish  a  report 
of  shipments  to  the  ccunmittee  on  forms 
provided  by  it. 

(2)  Each  handler  making  shipments  of 
potatoes  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (g)  (2) , 

(4)(i).  and  (5)  of  this  section  shall  ob¬ 
tain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  from  the 
committee,  and  shall  report  shipments  at 
such  intervals  as  the  committee  may  pre¬ 
scribe  in  its  administrative  rules. 

(3)  Each  handler  making  shipments 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (g)(7)  of  this 
section  may  ship  such  potatoes  only  to 
persons  or  firms  designated  as  manu¬ 
facturers  of  potato  products  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  in  accordance  with  its  adminis¬ 
trative  rules. 

(i)  Minimum  quantity  exemption.  Any 
person  may  handle  not  more  than  19 
hundredweight  of  potatoes  on  any  day 
without  regard  to  the  inspectkm  require¬ 
ments  of  9  947.60  and  to  the  assessment 
requiremients  of  i  947.41  of  this  part: 
Provided.  That  no  potatoes  may  be  han¬ 
dled  pursuant  to  this  exemption  which 
do  not  meet  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b).  (c).  (d)  and  (e)  of  this 
section.  This  exemption  shall  not  apply 
to  any  part  of  a  shipment  which  exceeds 
19  hundredweight. 

(j)  Definitions.  (1)  Hie  terms  “U.S. 
No.  1,”  “U.8.  Commercial.”  “UJ3.  No  2,” 
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and  “moderately  skinned”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the  UJ3. 
Standards  for  Potatoes  (Si  51.1540- 
51.1566  of  this  title) ,  Including  the  toler> 
ances  set  forth  therein. 

(2)  The  term  “slightly  dirty”  means 
potatoes  that  are  not  damaged  by  dirt 

(3)  The  term  “prepeeling”  means 
potatoes  which  Are  clean,  sound,  fresh 
tubers  prepared  commercially  In  a  pre¬ 
peeling  plant  by  washing,  removing  the 
outer  skin  or  peel,  trimming,  and  sorting 
preparatory  to  sale  in  one  or  more  of 
the  styles  of  peeled  potatoes  described  In 
S  52.2422  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Peeled  Potatoes  (88  52.24217 
52.2433  of  this  tiUe) . 

(4)  The  term  “other  processing”  has 
the  same  meaning  as  the  term  appearing 
In  the  act  and  Includes,  but  is  not  re¬ 
stricted  to,  potatoes  for  dehydration, 
chips,  shoestrings,  or  starch,  and  flour. 
It  Includes  only  that  preparation  of 
potatoes  tor  market  which  Involves  the 
appUcatkm  of  heat  or  cold  to  such  an 
extent  that  ^e  natural  fmm  or  stability- 
of  the  commodity  undergoes  a  substan¬ 
tial  change.  The  act  ot  peeling,  cocdlng, 
slicing,  or  dlcdng,  or  applying  material  to 
prevent  oxidation  does  not  constitute 
“other  processing.” 

(5)  Other  terms  used  in  this  section 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  Marketing  Agreement  No.  114, 
as  amended,  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stst.  31,  as  amended;  7  UjS.C. 
601-874) . 

Dated:  July  30,  1975  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  5, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  DitfisUm,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FB  Doc.7&-a0247  PUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATKINS 

PART  1434— HONEY 

Subpart — Honey  Purchase  Regulations 
1975  and  Subsequent  Crops 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-19075  sqipearlng  at  page 
30798  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday.  July  23, 
1975,  make  the  following  corrections: 

1.  On  page  30798,  second  column,  sec¬ 
ond  full  paragraph,  the  sixth  full  line 
should  read  as  f<dlows:  “leted.  The  re¬ 
maining  sections  have  been  *  *  *.” 

2.  On  page  30801,  flrst  column,  8  1434.- 
16.  paragruA  (a)  (2) ,  tenth  line  should 
read  as  follows:  “the  quantity  shall  be 
determined  on  the  •  • 


Title  9 — Animals  aiKl  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 


SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANISIALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS;  EXTRAORDINARY 
EMERGENCY  REGULATION  OF  INTRASTATE 
ACTIVITIES 


PART  78— BRUCELLOSIS 

Subpart  D— Designation  of  Modified  Cer¬ 
tified  Brucellosis  Areas,  Specifically 
proved  Stockyards  and  Slaughtering 
Establishments 


Brucellosis  Areas 

The  amendments  delete  the  following 
areas  frcsn  the  list  of  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  in  8  78.21  and  add  such 
areas  to  the  list  designated  as  Noncerti- 
fied  Areas  in  8  78.22  because  it  has  been 
determined  that  they  no  longer  come 
within  the  definition  of  a  Modified  CTerti- 
fied  Brucellosis  Area  in  8  78.1  (m) :  Wash¬ 
ington  Coimty  in  Arkansas;  Brown 
County  in  Illinois;  Henry  County  in  Mis¬ 
souri;  Pushmataha  County  in  Oklahoma; 
and  Cherokee,  Cochran,  DuvaL  FaUs, 
Frio,  Gonzales.  Harris.  Jefferson,  Jim 
Hogg.  Jim  Wells,  Lavaca.  Leon,  Liberty, 
McLennan,  Nacogdoches,  Orange,  Run¬ 
nels.  Trinity,  and  Upshur  Counties  in 
Texas. 

The  amendments  delete  the  following 
areas  from  the  list  of  Noncertifled  Areas 
in  8  78.22  and  add  such  areas  to  the  list 
designated  as  Modified  Certified  Brucel¬ 
losis  Areas  in  8  78.21  because  it  has  been 
determined  that  they  again  come  within 
the  definition  of  a  Modified  Certified 
BruceUosls  Area  in  8  78.1  (m) :  Bryan  and 
Okfuskee  Coimties  in  Oklahoma;  and 
Henderson.  Limestone,  Live  Oak. 
Navarro,  and  Smith  Counties  in  Texas. 

The  amendments  d^te  the  following 
areas  from  the  list  of  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  in  8  78.21  and  add  such 
areas  to  the  list  designated  as  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas  in  8  78.20  because 
it  has  been  determined  that  they  now 
come  within  the  definition  of  a  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Area  In  178.1(1): 
Seminole  County  in  Florida;  Bond  and 
Johnson  Counties  In  Illinois;  Dubuque, 
MadiB(Hi.  and  Wlnneshidc  Counties  In 
Iowa;  a^  Kimble  County  In  Texas. 

The  amendments  delete  the  fi^ovrlng 
areas  from  the  list  of  Certified  Brucel- 
loe4s-Free  Areas  in  8  7820  and  add  such 
areas  to  the  list  designated  as  Modified 
Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  in  8  78.21  be¬ 
cause  it  has  been  determined  that  they 
now  come  within  the  definition  of  a 
Modified  Ortifled  Brucellosis  Area  in 
8  78.1(m) :  Franklin  Ckiunty  in  Arkansas; 
Rowan  Ck>unty  in  Kentucky;  Benton. 
Cannon.  Cumbertand,  Montgomery,  and 
Wayne  Counties  in  Tomessee;  Culberson, 
El  Paso,  Kinney,  and  Reeves  Counties  in 
Texas;  and  Box  Elder  Coun^  in  Utah. 


Accordingly,  88  78.20,  78.21,  and  78.22 
of  Part  78.  TiUe  9.  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  designating  Certified  Brucel- 
losls-Frm  Areas,  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas,  and  Noncertifled 
Areas,  respectively,  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  78.20  Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified  por¬ 
tions  thereof,  are  her^y  designated  as 
Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Arizona.  (Tallfomla,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
HawalL  Idaho,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
MassachusettB,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota. 
Ohio,  Oregon.  Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Vl^lnla,  Washing¬ 
ton,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Virgin  Islands. 

(b)  SpedAc  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Barbour.  Chenkee,  Clay,  Cle¬ 
burne,  Dale,  Etowah,  Qeneva,  Henry,  Hoxis- 
ton,  Lee,  BusseU. 

Arkansas.  Ashley.  Baxter,  BeBton,  Boone, 
Bradley,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Clay,  Clebmme, 
Cleveland,  Columbia.  Conway,  Craighead, 
Crawford,  Dallas,  Drew,  Pulton,  Garland, 
Grant,  Greene,  Jackson.  Johnson,  Lafayette. 
Madison,  Marlon,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  New¬ 
ton,  Ouachita,  Perry.  Pike,  Polk,  Pope.  Prairie, 
Searcy,  Shatp,  Stone,  Union,  Woodruff,  Yell. 

Colorado.  Adams,  Alamosa,  Arapahoe,  Ar¬ 
chuleta,  Bent,  Boulder,  Chaffee.  Cheyenne, 
Clear  Creek,  Conejos,  CostlUa,  Crowley,  Cus¬ 
ter,  Delta,  Denver,  Dolores,  Douglas,  Eagle, 
Elbert,  El  Paso,  Fremont,  Garfield,  Gilpin, 
Grand,  Gunnison.  Hinsdale,  Hiierfano,  Jack- 
son,  Jefferson.  Kit  Carson,  Lake.  La  Plata, 
T^anmer,  Las  Animas,  Lincoln.  Logan.  Meea, 
Mineral,  Moffat,  Montezuma,  Montrose,  Otero, 
Oiuny,  Park,  Phillips,  Pitkin,  Rio  Blanco.  Rio 
Grande,  Routt,  Saguache.  San  Jiun,  San 
Miguel.  Sedgewlck,  Summit.  Teller,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Weld. 

Florida.  Baker,  Bay,  Brevard,  Calhoun, 
Dade,  Dixie,  Escambia,  Franklin.  Gadsden. 
Gulf,  Hamilton.  Holmes,  Jackson.  Leon,  Lib¬ 
erty.  Monroe,  Okaloosa,  Orange,  Pasco,  Santa 
Rosa.  Seminole,  Sumter.  Taylor,  Wakulla. 
Walton,  Washington. 

Georgia.  Appling,  Atkinson,  Bacon,  Banks, 
Barrow.  Brantley.  Bryan,  Bulloch.  Burke, 
Butts,  Camden,  Candler,  Charlton,  Chatham, 
Chattahoochee,  Clarke.  Clayton.  Cook,  Craw¬ 
ford.  Dawson,  De  Kalb,  Echols,  neingiimm, 
Evans,  Fannin,  FrankUn  Glascock,  Glynn, 
Greene.  Habersham,  Henry,  Jeff  Davis,  John¬ 
son,  Jones,  Lanier.  Laurens,  Liberty,  Long, 
Madison,  McIntosh,'  Monroe,  Peach,  Rabun, 
Richmond,  Rockdale,  Schley,  Screven,  Ste¬ 
phens,  Taylor,  Telfair,  Toombs,  Towns, 
Treutlen.  Twiggs,  Upson,  Ware,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Wheeler,  White,  Wilkinson. 

/Utaois.  Adams,  Alexander,  Boone,  Bond, 
Bureau.  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cass,  Champaign. 
Christian.  Clark,  Clay,  Clinton,  Coles,  Cook, 
Crawford.  Cumberland,  De  Kalb,  De  Witt,  Du 
Page,  Edgar,  Edwards,  Fayette,  Ford.  Frank¬ 
lin.  Greene.  Grundy.  Hamilton,  Hancock, 
Henderson,  Iroquois,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Jersey,  Jo  Daviess,  Johnson,  Kane,  Kan- 
Kendan.  Knooc,  Lake,  La  Scdle,  Law¬ 
rence,  Lee,  Livingston,  Logan.  Macon.  Macou¬ 
pin,  Madiami.  Marion,  Marshall,  Massac,  Mc- 
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Donoiigb,  McHenry,  McLean,  Menard,  Mer¬ 
cer,  Monroe,  Mont^mery,  Morgan,  Moultrie, 
Ogle,  Peoria,  Perry,  Platt,  Pnlaakl,  Putnam. 
Randolph,  Richland,  Rock  Island,  St.  Clair, 
Saline,  Sangamon,  Schuyler,  Soott,  Shelby, 
Stark,  Stei^ieoson.  Taaewell,  Union,  Vermil¬ 
ion,  WalMsh,  Warrm,  Washington,  White, 
Whiteside,  WUl,  Winnebago. 

loioa.  Adair,  Adams,  Audubon,  Benton, 
Black  Hawk,  Boone,  Bremer,  Buchanan, 
Buena  Vista,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Cedar,  Cerro  Gordo,  Cherokee,  Chickasaw, 
Clarke,  Clay,  Clayton,  Clinton,  Dallas,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Des  Moines,  Dickinson,  Dubuque,  Km- 
met,  Fayette,  Floyd,  Franklin,  Fremcmt, 
Greene,  Grundy,  Hamilton,  Hancock,  Hardin, 
Harrison,  Henry,  Howard,  Humbcddt,  Ida, 
Iowa,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Jcdmeon, 
Jones,  Keokuk,  Kossuth,  Lee,  Linn,  Louisa, 
Lucas,  Lyon,  Madison.  Mahaska,  Marlon,  Mar. 
shall.  Mills,  Mlt<di^,  Mcmona,  Monroe,  Mont- 
gom^,  Muscatine,  O'Brien,  OsoecAa,  Page, 
Palo  Alto,  Plymouth,  Pocahontas,  Polk,  Sac, 
Scott,  Shelby.  Sioux,  Story,  Tama,  Taylor. 
Unl<m.  Van  Buren,  Wapello,  Washington, 
Webstar,  Winnebago,  Wlimeshlek,  Woodbury, 
Worth,  Wright. 

Kansas.  Comanche,  Doniphan,  F(»rd.  Grove, 
Haskell,  Hodgonan,  Johnson,  Lane,  Marshall, 
Pawnee,  PhUips,  Riley,  Scott,  Tte^,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Kentucky.  Bell,  Breathitt,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Edmonson,  Floyd,  Harlan,  Jackson,  Johnson, 
Kenton,  Knott,  Knox,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Leslie, 
Letcher,  Lewis,  Magoffin,  Martin,  McCreary, 
Menifee,  Morgan,  Owsley,  Penitteton,  Perry, 
Pike,  Robertson,  Trimble,  Whitley,  Wolfe. 

Mississippi.  Alcorn,  Hcmcock,  Harrison, 
Jackson,  Stone,  Tishomingo. 

Missouri.  Audrain,  Carter,  Dallas,  Douglas, 
Dunklin,  Franklin,  Gasconade,  Hickory,  Iron, 
Jackson,  Laclede,  Lewis,  Marlon,  Miller,  Moni¬ 
teau,  Montgomery.  Perry,  Platte,  Pulaski,  St. 
Louis,  Schuyler,  Shelby. 

New  Mexico.  Bernalillo,  Catron,  Dona  Ana, 
Grant,  Harding,  Lincoln,  Los  Alamos,  Luna, 
McKinley,  Otero,  Sandoval,  San  Juan,  Santa 
Fe,  Sierra,  Taos,  Aooma  Indian  Reservation, 
Laguna  Indian  Reservation,  Chocltl  Indian 
Reservation,  Jemez  Indian  Reservation, 
Jloarllo  Indian  Reservation,  Mescallero  In¬ 
dian  Reservation,  Navajo  Indian  Reservation, 
Zunl  Indian  Reservation,  Canonclto  Navajo 
Indian  Reservation. 

South  Dakota.  Aurora,  Bennett,  Bon  Hom¬ 
me,  Brown,  Brule,  Buffalo,  Butte,  Campbell, 
Charles  Mix,  Clark,  Clay,  Codington.  Corson, 
Custer,  Davison,  Day,  Deuel,  Dewey,  Doiiglas, 
Fall  River,  Faulk,  Grant,  Gregory,  Haakon, 
Hamlin,  Hand,  Hanson,  Harding,  Hughes, 
Hutchinson,  Hyde,  Jackson,  Jerauld,  Kings¬ 
bury,  Lake,  Lawrence,  Lincoln.  Lyman,  Mc- 
Co(4c,  McPherson,  Meade,  Mellette,  Miner, 
Minnehaha,  Moody,  Pennington,  Perkins, 
Potter,  Roberts,  Sanborn,  Shannon,  Spink, 
Sully,  Todd,  Trl|^,  Turner,  Union,  Walworth, 
Washabaugh,  Yankton,  Ziebach. 

Tennessee.  Anderson,  Bledsoe,  Blount, 
Campbell,  Carter,  Cheatham,  Claiborne, 
Davidson.  Decatur.  Dickson.  Fentress.  Grain¬ 
ger,  Greene,  Grundy.  Hamblen,  Hancock, 
Hardin,  Houston,  Jackson.  Jefferson.  John¬ 
son,  Knox,  Lake,  Lincoln,  Meigs,  Monroe, 
Morgan,  Polk,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rutherford, 
Scott,  Sevier,  Sullivan,  Unicoi,  Union.  Van 
Buren,  Warren,  Washington,  White. 

Texas.  Brewster,  Comal,  Crane,  Ector,  Gray, 
Hansford,  Hartley,  Hemphill,  Irion,  Jeff 
Davis,  Kerr,  Kimble,  Lipscomb.  Llano,  Loving, 
Newton.  Pecos,  Reagan,  Roberts,  Sterling, 
Terrell,  Val  Verde,  Ward.  Winkler. 

Utah.  Beaver,  Carbon,  Daggett,  Davis, 
Duchesne,  Emery,  Garfield,  Grand,  Iron, 
Juab.  Kane.  Millard,  Morgan.  Piute,  Rich. 
Salt  Lake,  San  Juan,  Sanpete.  Sevier,  Sum¬ 
mit,  Tooele,  Uintah,  Utah,  Wasatch,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Wayne,  Weber. 


Wyominff.  Albany,  Big  Horn,  Can^ibell. 
Carbon,  Converse,  Ckook.  Fremont,  Goshen, 
Hot  flings,  Johnson.  Laramie.  Natrona, 
Niobrara.  Park,  Platte,  Sheridan.  Sublette. 
Sweetwater,  Teton,  Uinta,  Washakie,  Weston. 

Puerto  Rico.  Adjimtas,  Aguada,  Aguadllla, 
Agitas  Buenas,  Albonlto,  Anasoo,  Arroyo,  Bar- 
celoneta,  Barranqultas,  Bayamon,  Cabo  Rojo, 
Oaguas,  Camuy,  Canovanas  (Lolsa),  Catano, 
Cayey,  Celba.  dales,  ddra,  Coama,  Comerio, 
Coroaal,  Culebra,  Dorado.  Fajardo,  Guanlca, 
Guayama,  Guayanllla,  Ourabo,  Hormlgueros, 
Humacao,  Isabela,  Jayuya,  Juana  Dias.  Lajas, 
Lares,  Las  Marlas,  Luqulllo,  Manatl,  Marlcoa, 
Maxmabo,  Mayagues,  Moca.  Morovls.  Naran- 
Jito.  Orocovl^  PatOlas,  Penuelas.  Ponce, 
Quebradlllas,  Rincon,  Rio  Grande,  Rio  Pled- 
dras,  Sabana  Grande,  Salinas,  San  German, 
San  Juan,  San  Lorenzo,  San  Sebastian,  Santa 
Isabel,  Toa  Alta,  Toa  Baja,  Trujillo  Alto, 
Utuado,  Vega  Alta,  Vega  Baja,  Vieques,  VIU- 
alba,  Yabucoa,  Yauco. 

§  78.21  Modified  Certified  Brucellosis 
Areas. 

The  following  States,  or  specified  por¬ 
tions  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas: 

(a)  Entire  States. 

Alaska,  Louisiana,  Nebraska. 

(b)  Specific  Counties  Within  States. 

Alabama.  Autauga,  Baldwin,  Bibb.  Blount, 
Bullock,  Butler.  Calhoun.  Chambers,  Chil¬ 
ton.  Choctaw,  darke.  Coffee,  Colbert,  Cone¬ 
cuh,  Coosa,  Covington,  Crenshaw,  Cullman, 
Dallas,  De  Kalb.  Elmore.  Escambia,  Fayette, 
Franklin.  Greene,  Hale,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Lamar,  Lauderdale.  Lawrence,  Limestone, 
Lowndes,  Macon,  MMllaon,  Marengo,  Marlon, 
Marshall.  Mobile.  Monroe,  Montgomery, 
Morgan.  Perry.  Pickens,  Pike,  Randolph,  8t. 
dalr,  Shelby.  Sumter,  Talladega,  Talliq>oosa, 
Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  Washington,  Wilcox, 
Winston. 

Arkansas.  Arkansas,  Chicot,  dark,  Crit¬ 
tenden,  Cross,  Desha,  Faulkner,  Franklin, 
Hempstead,  Hot  Spring,  Howard,  Independ¬ 
ence.  laard,  Jefferson,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Lincoln, 
Little  River,  Logan.  Lonoke.  Miller,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Nevada,  PhUllps.  Poinsett,  Pulaski,  Ran¬ 
dolph.  Saline,  Soot^  St.  Ftancls,  Sebastian. 
Sevier,  Van  Buren,  White. 

Colorado.  Baca,  Kiowa,  Morgan,  Prowers. 
Pueblo,  Yuma,  Southern  Ute  Indlsm  Reserva¬ 
tion,  Ute  Mountain  Indian  Reservation. 

Florida.  Alachua,  Bradford,  Broward.  Char¬ 
lotte,  dtrus.  Clay,  OoUlar,  (Xfiumbla,  De  Soto, 
Duval.  Flagler.  Gllchrlat,  Glades,  Hardee, 
Hendry,  Hernando,  Highlands.  Hillsborough. 
Indian  River,  Jefferson,  Lafayette.  Lake,  Lee, 
Levy,  Madison,  Manatee,  Marlon,  Martin,  Nas¬ 
sau.  Okeechobee,  OscecAa,  Palm  Beach,  Pinel¬ 
las,  PcHk,  Putnam,  St.  Johns,  St.  Lude,  Sara¬ 
sota.  Suwanee.  Union.  V<Ausia. 

Qeoryia.  Baker.  Baldwin.  Bartow,  Ben  Hill, 
Berrien,  Bibb,  Bleckley,  Brooks,  Calhoun, 
OanxAl,  Catoosa.  Chattooga,  ChercAee.  day. 
Clinch,  Cobb.  Coffee.  Cdqultt,  Columbia,  Co¬ 
weta,  Crisp,  Dade.  Decatur,  Dodge.  Dooly, 
Dougherty,  Douglas,  Early,  Elbert,  Emanuel, 
Payette,  Floyd,  Fmayth,  Fulton.  GUmer,  Gor¬ 
don,  Grady,  Gwinnett,  Hail,  Hancock,  Haral¬ 
son,  Harris,  Hart,  Hsftrd,  Houston,  Irwin, 
Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Jenkins,  Lamar, 
Lee,  Llnccdn,  Lowndes,  Lumpkin,  Macon, 
MarKm.  McDuffie.  Muiweiher,  MlUer,  Mitch¬ 
ell,  Montgomoy,  Mmgan,  Murray,  Muscogee, 
Newton,  Oconee,  Oglethorpe,  Paulding,  Pick¬ 
ens,  Plorce,  Pike,  Polk,  Pulaski,  Putnam, 
Quitman,  Randolph,  Seminole.  Spalding, 
Stewart,  Sumter.  Talbot,  Taliaferro,  Tattnah. 
TSrreil,  Thomas,  Tift,  Troup.  Tamer,  Union, 
Walker,  Walton.  Warren,  Webster.  Whitfield, 
Wilcox,  Wilkes,  Worth. 


nUnois.  Douglae,  Effingham.  Fulton,  Gal¬ 
latin.  Hardin.  Hovy,  Mason,  Pike,  Pope, 
Wayne,  Williamson,  Woodford. 

Town.  AUamakee,  Af^anooee,  Crawford, 
Davis.  Decatur,  Guthrie,  PoCtawwMamie, 
Poweshiek,  RlnggcAd,  Warren,  Wayne. 

Kansas.  Allen,  Anderson.  Atchison,  Barber, 
Barton,  Bourbon.  Brown,  Butler.  Chase. 
Chautauqua,  Cherokee.  Cheyenne.  Clark. 
Clay,  Cloud.  Coffey.  Cowley,  Crawfmrd,  De¬ 
catur,  Dickinson.  Douglas.  Edwards,  Elk,  El¬ 
lis.  EUeworth,  Finney.  Ranklln,  Geary, 
Graham.  Grant,  Gray,  Gredey,  Greenwood, 
Hamilton,  Harper,  Harvey,  Jackson.  Jefferson, 
Jewell,  Kearny,  Kingman,  Kiowa,  Labette. 
Leavenworth.  Llnodn,  Unn,  Logan,  Lyon, 
liAkrlon.  McPherson,  Meade,  Miami,  Mitchell, 
Montgomery,  Morris,  Merton,  Nenutha,  Neo¬ 
sho,  Ness,  Norton,  Osage.  OedDome,  Ottawa. 
Pottawatomie,  Pratt,  Rawlins.  Reno,  Repub¬ 
lic.  Rice,  Rooks,  Rxish,  Russell.  Saline,  Sedg¬ 
wick.  Seward.  Shawnee,  Sheridan,  Sherman. 
Smith,  Stafford.  Stanton,  Stevens,  Sxunner, 
Thomas,  Wabaunsee.  Wallace,  Wichita.  Wil¬ 
son.  Woodson.  Wyandotte. 

Kentucky.  Adair,  Allen.  Anderson,  Ballard, 
Barren.  Bath,  Boone,  Botirbon.  Bo^.  Boyle, 
Bracken,  Breokenrldge,  Bullitt,  Butler,  Cald¬ 
well.  OsUoway,  Carlisle,  OorrcAl,  Carter,  Casey, 
Christian,  Clark,  Clinton.  Crittenden.  Cum¬ 
berland.  Daviess.  EUlott,  Estill,  Fhyette, 
Fleming,  Franklin,  Fulton,  Gallatin,  Garrard, 
Grant.  Graves.  Grayson.  Gram,  Greenup, 
Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison.  Hkrt,  Hendnson, 
Henry.  Hickman,  Hopkins,  Jefferaon,  Jes¬ 
samine.  Larue.  Laurel,  Lincoln.  Livingston, 
Logan,  Lyon.  Madison.  Marlon.  Marshall. 
lAwon.  McCracken.  Mcl.ean,  Meade,  Mercer, 
Metcalfe,  Mmiroe,  Mcmtgmn^,  Muhlenberg, 
Nelson,  Nicholas,  Ohio,  Oldham,  Owen,  Pow¬ 
ell.  Pulaski.  Rockcastle.  Rowan,  Russell, 
Soott,  Shtiby,  Simpson.  Spencer.  Taylor, 
Todd,  Trigg,  Union.  Warren,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Webster,  Woodford. 

MississippL  Adams,  Amite,  Attala,  Benton, 
B<Alvar.  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Choctaw,  Chicka¬ 
saw.  Clalbmme,  Clarke.  Clay,  Coahoma,  Co¬ 
piah,  Covington.  De  Soto,  Forreet,  Franklin, 
George,  Greene.  Grenada.  Hinds,  Holmee, 
Hunqjhreys.  Issaquena,  Itawamba,  Jasper, 
Jefferson.  Jeffoson  Davis,  Jones,  Kemper.  La¬ 
fayette,  Lamar.  Lauderdale.  Lawrence.  Leake. 
Lee.  Leflore.  Lincoln.  Lowndes,  Madison.  Mar¬ 
lon,  Marshall.  Monroe,  Montgmnery,  Neshoba, 
Newton,  Noxubee,  Oktibb^ia.  Panola,  Pearl 
River,  Perry,  Pike,  Pontotoc,  Prentiss,  Quit- 
man.  Rankin,  Scott.  Sharkey.  Simpson, 
Smith,  Sunflower.  Tallahatihle,  Tate,  Tippcdi, 
Tunica,  Union,  WalthaU,  Warren.  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wayne,  Webster,  Wilkinson,  Winston, 
Yalobusha,  Yaaoo. 

MUsouri.  Adair,  Andrew.  Atchison.  Barry, 
Barton,  Bates.  Benton.  Bollinger,  Boone, 
Buchanan.  Butler.  Caldwell,  Callaway,  Cam¬ 
den,  Cape  Girardeau.  Carroll,  Cass,  Cedar, 
Chariton.  Christian.  Clark,  Clay,  Clinton. 
Cole.  Cooper.  Crawford,  Dade.  Daviess,  De 
Kalb.  Dent,  Gentry.  Greene.  Grundy.  Harri¬ 
son,  Holt.  Howard.  Howeff.  Jasper.  Jefferson, 
Johnson,  Knox,  Lafayette,  Lawrence,  Lincoln, 
Unn,  Livingston,  Macon.  Madison.  Maries. 
McDonald,  Mercer,  Mlssiaelppl.  MOnroe,  Mor¬ 
gan,  New  Madrid,  Newton,  Norway,  Chegon, 
Osage,  Ozark.  Ponisoot,  Pettis.  Phtips,  Pike, 
Poly,  Putnam.  Ralls.  Randolph,  Ray,  Reyn- 
cJds,  Ripley.  St.  Charles.  St.  Clair,  St.  Fran¬ 
cois,  St.  Genevieve.  Saline,  Sootlimd,  Soott, 
Shannon,  Stoddard,  Stone.  Sullivan.  Tsmcj. 
Texas,  Vernon,  WarrNi.  Washington.  Wayne. 
Webster,  Worth,  Wright. 

New  Mexico.  Chaves,  Colfax,  Curry.  De 
Baca,  Eddy,  Guadalupe.  Hidalgo.  Lea.  Mma. 
Quay,  Rio  Arriba,  RooesveM.  San  Miguel,  So¬ 
corro.  Terranoe,  Union,  Valencia.  Isleta  In¬ 
dian  Reservation. 

Oklahoma.  Adatr,  AUaifa,  Atoka,  Beaver, 
Beckham,  Blaliie,  Bryan.  CmOOb,  Oanddlan, 
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Garter,  Cherokee.  Choctaw,  Ctmarron,  Clere- 
takd.  Coal,  Comanche,  Cotton.  Craig,  Creek, 
Coster,  Delaware.  Dewey,  EUls,  aftrfleld.  Oar- 
etn,  Oiaidy.  Orant,  Greer,  Harmon,  Harper, 
Baaken.  Hughes,  Jackson,  Jefferson.  John* 
ston,  Kay,  KtngflSher,  Kiowa,  Latimer.  Le- 
nore,  TJiieom.  Logan,  Lore,  McClain,  MoCur- 
taln,  MeXhtosh.  Major,  Maxehall,  Mayea,  Mur¬ 
ray.  Muskogee,  Moble,  Ifowata,  Okfuskee, 
raaafacm^  Okmulgee,  Osage,  Ottawa.  Pawnee. 
Payne,  Plttatmrg,  Pontotoc,  Pottawatomie, 
Roger  MQls,  Rogers,  Seminole,  Sequoyah, 
Stephens,  'leas.  TUlnian,  Tulsa.  Wagoner, 
Washington.  WaetxMa,  WockXs,  Woodward. 

South  Dokota.  Beadle,  Brookings.  Bd- 
mimds,  Jonea,  Marshall,  Stanley.  Crow  Creek 
Indian  Reservation. 

Teaaessee.  Badford,  Benton,  Bradley,  Can¬ 
non,  CanroU,  Cheater,  day,  Cocke.  Coffee, 
Crockett,  Cumberland.  DcKalb,  Dyer,  Payette, 
Franklin,  Olbaon,  OUae,  Hamilton.  Harde¬ 
man,  Hawklna,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Henry, 
Hldonan,  Humphreys,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence, 
Lewis.  Loudon,  Maoon.  Madison,  Marlon,  Mar- 
sbaU.  Maury.  McMlnn,  MoNary,  Montgomery, 
Moore,  Obion,  Overton,  Perry,  Pickett,  Put¬ 
nam,  Rhea.  S^uatchle,  Sbelby,  Smith,  Stew¬ 
art,  Sumner,  l^ton.  Trousdale,  Wayne, 
Weakley.  Williamson,  WUeon. 

.  Texmt.  Andsrson.  Andrews.  Angelina,  Aran- 
aaa.  Archer.  Armstrong.  Atascosa,  Auatln, 
BaUay,  Bcmdara,  Bastrop,  Baylor.  Bee,  B^, 
Bear,  Blanco,  Borden,  Bosque.  Bowie.  Bra- 
aorla,  Htnaos,  Biisooe,  Brooka,  Brown.  Buxie- 
aon.  Burnet,  OaldweU.  Oalhmin,  Callahan. 
Cameron,  Camp,  Carson,  Oass,  Castro,  Cbam- 
bara,  Olilldraai,  dny.  Ooka,  Coleman,  ColUns, 
OoUH^aworth,  Colorado.  Oomanohe,  Ckmebo, 
Cooke,  Ooryen,  Cottle.  Crockett,  Crosby,  Cul- 
tMTSon,  Dallam.  DaUaa,  Dawson,  Deaf  Smith, 
DaMn.  Denton,  Da  Witt,  Dlckena,  Dimmit, 
Donley.  Bastlimd,  Bdwards,  EUls.  El  Paso, 
Erath.  Fannin.  Fayette,  Fisher,  Floyd,  Foard, 
Fort  Bend.  Franklin,  Gaines,  Galveston, 
Gana,  Ottiaapla.  Glaasock,  Goliad,  CBrayson, 
Gregg.  Grimes,  Guadalupe,  Hale,  HaU,  HamU- 
ton,  Bardaman,  Hardin.  Harrtatm,  Haskell, 
Hs^a,  Handsraon.  Hidalgo,  HIU,  Hoekley, 
vnvnd,  H<q;iklns,  Hoiiston.  Howard,  Hudm>ath, 
Hunt,  Hutchinson.  Ja^  Jackson.  Jasper, 
Johnson,  Jonas,  Earnas,  KendaU,  Kenedy, 
KaoC,  wing,  icinney,  Kleberg,  Knox,  Lamar, 
Xaunb,  y  La  Salle,  Lea,  Limestone, 

Live  Oak,  Lubbock,  Lynn,  McCulloch,  Mc¬ 
Mullen,  xtm/iww,  Marlon,  Martin.  Mason, 
Matagorda,  Maverick,  Medina,  Menard,  Mid¬ 
land.  Miiswi,  MlUa.  MltcheU,  Montague, 
Montgomery.  Moore,  Morris,  Motley,  Navarro, 
Hbian.  Mueoes,  CchUtree,  ddham.  Palo  Pinto, 
Panola,  Parker.  Parmer,  Polk,  Potter.  Pre- 
WAins,  Randall,  Real,  Bed  River,  Beeves, 
Refugio,  Bobartsen,  BockwaU,  Rusk,  Sabina, 
«*n  Auguatina,  San  Jacinto,  San  Patricio,  San 
Saba.  Schlalchar,  Scurry,  Shackelford.  Shelby, 
Sherman,  Somervell.  Starr,  Stephens, 

StoncwaU.  Sutton,  Swisher.  Tarrant,  Taylor. 
■XWry,  Throckmorton.  Tltua,  Tom  Green, 
iravia.  Tyler,  Upton,  Uvalda,  Van  Zandt, 
Victoria,  Walkar,  Waller,  Washington,  Webb, 
Wharton.  Wheeler,  Wichita,  Wilbarger,  WIU- 
acy/tUlamaon.  WUeon,  Wise,  Wood,  Yoakum, 
Young,  Zapata,  Zavala. 

XJUiK.  Box  Elder,  Cache. 

Wyomlfif  >  UnecUn. 

Puerto  JMco,  Aredbo,  Carolina,  Guaynabo, 
Hahllo,  Juneos,  Las  Pledras,  Ifaguabo. 

1 NowccrtHled  Areas. 

Arkansas.  Washington. 

JlUnote.  Brown. 

MHaeourL  Henry- 

OMskofna.  Puahmataba. 

Tana.  CffMrofeaa,  Ooehran,  Duval,  Falls, 
Fi  aasloiie.  FMo,  Gonsales,  Harris,  Jaflenon, 
jMi  Hogg,  JiR  WWM  HaofSMa.  Lames,  Leon. 
UBafclp;  MHaaBan,  NMogdoefaes,  Oesaga, 
Itlnlty,  Upshur. 


(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stai.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  7B1-792,  as  amended;  sec.  3, 
S3  Stat.  1288,  as  amended;  sec.  2,  68  Stat. 
693;  and  secs.  3  and  11.  76  Stat.  130,  132;  21 
UB.C.  111-118,  114a^l.  118.  117,  120,  121,  128, 
134h.  lS4f;  37  PR  28464,  28477;  38  IR  19141, 
9  CFR  78.16). 

Effective  date:  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  August  4, 
1975. 

The  amendments  impose  certain  re- 
siriettona  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  iKucdloeis  in  cattle  and  relieve  certain 
restrlctioDs  presently  imposed.  They 
should  be  made  ^cctive  promptly  in 
ordw*  to  accomi^h  their  purpose  in  the 
public  Interest  and  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  to  persons  subject  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  which  are  relieved.  It  does  not  «>- 
pear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  iMwceedtng  would  make  addi¬ 
tional  relevant  Information  available  to 
the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  adminlstiative 
procedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  Impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary,  and  ctmtrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  them  effective  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  2»th 
day  of  ,iuh^. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Veterinary  Services  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  DOC.7&-20382  Filed  8-l-75;S:46  am] 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  205— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES  AND  SANCTIONS 

Profit  Margin  Repurtficatlon 

On  April  18, 1975  the  FEA  Issued  a  no¬ 
tice  ci  proposed  rulonaklng  to  amend 
Part  205  by  adding  a  new  Subpart  8. 
Pn^  Margin  Repurification.  Comments 
were  received  from  twenty-one  interested 
persons  and  a  public  hearing  was  hrid  on 
May  16,  1975  at  which  four  Interested 
parties  presented  oral  testimony.  Con¬ 
sideration  of  all  the  written  and  oral 
presentatUms  hsis  led  the  FEA  to  con¬ 
clude  that  the  new  Sulniart  S  should  be 
added  to  the  regulations  as  pn^xwed. 

The  purpose  of  the  new  Supart  S  is  to 
provide  a  means  whereby  a  refiner  which 
has  become  subject  to  a  profit  margin 
limitation  by  charging  allowable  prices 
above  base  price  to  reflect  increased  non- 
IKoduct  costs  may  “repurify”  itself  by 
remitting  revenues  derived  during  that 
fiscal  year  from  charging  prices  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  base  prlee,  and  thereby  not  be 
subject  to  the  profit  margin  limitation. 
This  amendment  incorporates  In  the 
FEA  profit  margin  regulations  a  provi¬ 
sion  that  was  a  part  of  the  prior  Cost 
Living  Council  profit  margin  regulations, 
from  which  the  current  FEA  regulations 


were  adopted.  This  provision.  In  effect, 
permits  a  r^ner  to  defer  its  determina¬ 
tion  to  recover  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  until  near  the  end  of  Its  fiscal 
year,  when  it  will  be  in  a  better  position 
to  evaluate  the  Impact  of  that  determl- 
natl<m. 

Pursuant  to  §  212.11  of  the  PEA  regu¬ 
lations,  a  refiner  which  charges  a  price 
for  any  item  in  excess  of  the  base  price 
of  the  item  may  not.  in  the  fiscal  year  in 
which  the  price  in  excess  of  the  base 
price  is  charged,  exceed  Its  base  period 
iH-oAt  margin.  If  a  refiner  does  not  raise 
any  price  above  base  price,  there  Is  no 
profit  margin  llmitatloiL  Increased  prod¬ 
uct  costs  are  Included  In  base  prices,  but 
increased  non-product  costs  are  no^  so 
that  the  profit  margin  limitation  apuhes 
only  with  respect  to  the  pass  throng  of 
Increased  non-product  costs. 

Pursuant  to  tills  amendment,  a  refiner, 
which  during  a  fiscal  year  has  increased 
a  price  above  base  price,  but  has  then 
rescinded  for  the  remainder  the  fiscal 
year  all  price  increases  above  base  price, 
and  has  made  refimds  or  reduced  prices 
below  base  price  to  the  extent  d.  its  price 
Increases  above  base  price,  will  not  be 
subject  to  the  profit  margin  limitation 
for  that  fiscal  year.  In  other  words,  a 
refiner  may  “repurify”  itself  by  returning 
to  the  market  jdace  any  non-product  cost 
increases  it  has  passed  through,  and 
thereby  avcM  the  FKofit  mai^n  limita¬ 
tion. 

The  remission  of  revenues  must  be 
made  in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  If  the  ultimate  consumers  who 
purchased  the  items  at  prices  above  base 
price  are  reasonably  todentifiaUe,  re¬ 
funds  must  first  be  made  to  them. 

(2)  To  the  extent  that  these  ultimate 
consumers  are  not  reasonably  identifi¬ 
able.  revenues  must  must  be  remitted,  in 
the  form  oi  future  sales  at  prices  below 
base  price  of  the  same  items  previously 
s<Hd  at  prices  above  base  price. 

To  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  a  firm  mmt  rescind  its  above¬ 
base  j^ces  and  complete  its  remittance 
of  revenues  within  the  fiscal  year  it  in¬ 
tends  to  avoid  the  profit  margin  limita¬ 
tion.  The  subpart  also  extends  to  firms 
which  have  raised  a  price  above  base 
price  In  a  previous  fiscal  year,  and  which 
continue  to  charge  the  increased  price 
in  a  subsequent  fiscal  year.  Such  a  firm 
must  lower  its  prices  to  base  price  and 
remit  revenues  derived  from  the  iKice 
increases  in  effect  during  that  subsequent 
fiscal  year  in  order  to  avoid  the  profit 
margin  limitation  in  that  year.  A  firm 
which  complies  with  the  provisions  <rf 
this  subpart  within  a  fiscal  year  would 
nevertheless  become  subject  to  the  profit 
margin  limitation  once  again  in  that 
same  fiscal  year  if  it  subsequently 
charged  a  price  in  excess  of  base  price 
in  that  fiscal  year. 

To  comply  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  S,  a  firm  must  first  submit  a  letter 
of  Intent  to  FE!A  which  shall  Include  a 
revenue  remission  plan.  This  plan  must 
be  m>proved  by  the  FEA.  The  FEA  may 
disapprove  the  revenue  remission  idan 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its  re- 
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celpt.  The  kiformaUoa  which  Must  be 
ixtclodcd  in  the  letter  ol  intent  is  set 
Sorthini  20&wa42(d). 

(XtnergsncT  >■<— Isnm  eilocsStoo  Aet  «C 
1S7S.  mb.  u  ae-uM.  m  — riwi  bf  mbw 
li.  9S-Stl;  Fwlma  Bivirty  Artmlnististtoa 
Act  ot  1»74,  mb.  L.  93-378:  UX>.  11790>  8» 
FR  23188). 

In  consid^ation  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
20S  of  Chapter  n.  Title  It  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  aosended  as 
set  forth  bdow. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C..  July  29. 
1975. 

RoBsn  E.  Mohtgombbt,  Jr., 
Cfenerai  Coaasel. 

Federal  Energy  Administratiom. 

1.  Part  205  is  amended  to  add  a  new 
Subpart  8  to  read  as  follows: 

Subport  S — FroSt  Margin  Repurtfication 
§  205.240  Scope. 

The  subpart  applies  to  any  firm  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  profit  margin  limitation  Imposed 
by  Part  212  of  this  chtUDter. 

S  205.241  General  rule. 

Any  firm  subject  to  a  profit  margin 
limitation  under  Part  212  of  this  chapter 
is  not  subject  to  that  limitation* if,  be¬ 
fore  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  in  whl(di 
it  charged  a  price  above  the  base  price, 
the  firm  (a)  rescinds  for  the  remainder 
of  the  fiscal  year  all  price  Increases  above 
base  price,  and  (b)  in  conformity  with 
S8  206.242  and  205.243  of  this  subpart, 
remits  to  customers  in  the  form  of  re¬ 
funds,  or  future  sales  at  prices  below 
base  price  of  the  same  covered  prodiu:t8 
previously  sold  at  prices  above  base 
price,  or  both,  an  amount  equal  to  or 
greater  than  all  revenues  derived  in  the 
fiscal  year  from  charging  a  price  or 
prices  in  excess  of  base  price. 

§  205.242  Letter  of  intent. 

(a)  A  firm  may  take  action  to  reduce 
prices  to  base  price  at  any  time. 

(b)  Before  remitting  revenues  derived 
front  charging  prices  above  base  price, 
each  firm  shall  submit  to  FEA  a  letter  of 
Intent  to  remit  revenues  which  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  revenue  remission  plan  which 
must  be  approved  by  If  the  firm  re¬ 
ceives  no  written  response  to  its  letter  of 
intent  within  30  days  after  the  date  it 
was  received  by  the  FBA,  the  firm  may 
assume  MWroval  of  its  revenue  remission 
plan  and  proceed  to  remit  revenues  in 
accordance  with  8  205.243  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

(c)  To  be  riigttde  for  FBA  M>proval 
under  this  snbpart,  a  tetter  of  intent 
must  be  rectiv^  at  such  a  time  before 
the  end  of  the  firm’s  fiscal  year  as  will 
allow  FEIA  review  thereof  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (b>  at  this  section  and 
as  will  sdlow  the  firm  fully  to  execute  the 
plan  for  TvmtMtnn  of  revenues  before 
the  end  of  that  fisesri  year. 

-  (d>  Badi  letter  of  Intent  to  remit  rev¬ 
enues  MiaB  include  a  rcMnua  reinlsshei 
plan  presenting  ttm  foUowlag  Iniorma- 
tkMs: 

(1)  The  amouut  at  revenue  ttm  flna 
has  received  as  a  rcault  at  hawing  hr- 


ereased  the  price  of  covered  luroducts 
above  base  price.  Indicated  by  product 
or  product  line; 

(2J  The  above-base- price  selling  price, 
the  base  price,  and  the  proposed  below- 
base-prlce  selllDg  price  of  each  product; 

(2)  The  sates  figures  and  other  In¬ 
formation  which  demonstrate  that  the 
proposed  prices  bekwr  base  price  will  re¬ 
sult  in  remission  of  revenues  drived 
from  charging  priccs  above  the  base 
price: 

(4)  The  period  of  time  during  which 
the  remission  of  revenues  will  take  place; 

(5)  The  anticipated  effect  of  the  firm’s 
price  redactions  on  coospetitlon  and  the 
manner  in  vdilch  the  firm’s  revenim  re- 
misslmi  ptam  will  minimise  disruption 
of  competitive  pricing  patterns;  and 

(6)  The  amount  of  revenues  which 
can  be  refunded  to  customers. 

§  205.243  Remission  of  revenues. 

(a)  Remission  of  revenijes  derived 
from  charging  prices  above  base  price 
shall  be  made  first  In  the  form  of  refunds 
to  individual  customers  who  purchased 
covered  products  at  prices  fen  excess  of 
base  price,  to  the  extent  that  those  cus- 
tdkuers  are  reasonably  Identifiable.  For 
the  purpose  of  makbig  refunds  pursuant 
to  thin  salvMtft,  '’customcr”  means,  so 
far  as  possible,  the  ultimate  consumer. 
To  the  extent  ttiat  customers  are  not 
reasonably  Identifiable,  remission  of  the 
balance  at  revennes  derived  from  charg¬ 
ing  prices  above  base  price  shall  be  made 
to  customers  of  the  same  class  as  those 
charged  tlia  prices  above  base  prices 
through  the  reduction  of  the  price  of 
those  items  which  were  raised  above  base 
price  to  below  base  ixice,  so  that  the 
difference  between  the  revenues  realised 
at  the  reduced  prices  and  the  revenues 
which  coidd  have  been  realised  if  the 
sales  had  been  made  at  base  price  is 
equal  to  or  greater  than  the  revenues 
(net  of  any  refunds)  d«rlved  from  charg¬ 
ing  prices  above  base  price. 

(b>  Each  firm  that  remits  revalues 
shall  make  sudi  arrangeaaents  with  Its 
Imxiecllate  aBtesners,  purdiasers,  deal¬ 
ers.  enmioyecs  or  agents  as  are  neceemury 
to  obtain  and  maintain  records  of  the 
names  and  addresses  of  ultimate  con¬ 
sumers  who  are  reascmably  Identifiable 
In  accordance  with  normal  business  prac¬ 
tices  and  to  assure  that  refunds  are  In 
fact  made  to  such  ultimate  eosisumers. 

(PR  DOC.7&-20113  PUed  7-80-75:9:83  amj 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHATTER  I— COMTTROLLER  OFTHE  CUR¬ 
RENCY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

PART  11— SECURITtES  EXCHANGE  ACT 
DISCLOSURE  RULES 

Rewiaion  ol  Rsgulations;  Carrsetion 

On  July  IT,  19T5.  PR  Doe.  75-1K64 
was  published  In  the  Fcdehal  Raasrxx 
(40  FR  30030).  Several  corrections  are 
necesMiry»  aa  f  oHows : 

1.  On  page  30030,  nddcDe  column,  “Au- 
thoritr:  is  USC  m,  Tfm.  Top,  TOvT.  the 
first  citation  should  have  the  letter  *T* 
mitaltes; 
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2.  On  page  30039.  middle  column. 
{ 11.1,  line  4.  the  citation  should  read 
"(15  use  T8) 

3.  On  page  30040.  left  colainn.  I  X1.2 
(J>  (2)  (1) .  line  10  of  subparagraiA  (2)  (!) . 
the  word  "or"  following  the  word  “Is¬ 
suer"  should  read  “of",  and  tattle  11 
of  subparagraph  (2)  (i) .  the  word  "oT* 
followtag  the  word  "certificates"  should 
read  "or"; 

4.  On  page  30040,  right  column.  8 12.2 
(z),  line  2  of  paragraph  Cz).  the  word 
"either”  followtag  the  word  "meettag" 
should  read  "any"; 

5.  On  page  30041,  right  column,  8  11.3 
(c)  (6)  (1) .  the  colon  at  the  end  of  sub- 
paragnu>h  (O  a)  following  the  word  “de¬ 
termination"  should  be  changed  to  a 
semicolon; 

0.  On  page  30041,  right  column.  8  1L3 
(c)  (3) .  line  1  of  subparagraph  (8) .  the 
word  "the"  should  be  inserted  between, 
“by"  and  “Comptroller"; 

7.  On  page  30041.  right  cofnmn,  8 11.4 
(a)  (4)  (i) .  line  1  of  subparagraph  (4)  (1) . 
the  word  "where"  Immediately  follow¬ 
ing  “(1)  ’’  should  be  capitalized; 

8.  On  page  30042,  left  column.  1 11.4 
(a)  (4)  (!) ,  last  line  of  subparagraph  (4) 
(1),  the  period  followtag  "300  persons" 
should  be  changed  to  a  semicolon; 

9.  On  page  30042,  middle  column, 
8  11.4(d)  (5) .  Bne  3  of  subparagraph  (5) . 
Insert  after  "Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency"  the  i^rase  "after  the  receipt  by 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency"; 

10.  On  page  30043,  middle  column, 
8  11.4(n).  line  15  of  paragraph  (n).  the 
word  “his"  Immediately  preceding  the 
word  “discretion"  should  read  "Its"; 

11.  On  page  30043,  right  column,  8  11.4 
(q)  (2).  line  9  of  subparagraph  (2).  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  phrase  "the  sig¬ 
nature”.  insert  the  followteg:  "Unsigned 
copies  shall  be  conformed.  IT": 

12.  On  page  30043,  rlfelit  column,  8 11.3 
(c)  (9) ,  line  10  ef  subparagraph  (9) ,  the 
period  fcAowtng  the  phraae  "paragra^ 
(D"  diould  be  chaag^  to  a  coonna; 

IS.  On  page  9gg40,  left  eoluBm.  fll.S 
(c)  (9) ,  line  1  at  the  top  of  the  page,  the 
phrase  "section  13  of  the  Act"  should 
read“seetian  Itof  theAcF’; 

14.  On  page  30946s  right  eotaain,  f  11.5 
(f)(1),  Itae  9  ef  subparagraph  (f>(l), 
the  citation  “8  1.5"  should  read  11.5"^; 

15.  On  page  39946,  right  colamn,  8 11.5 
(f)(1),  Ines  11,  12  and  13  of  stttpara- 
graph  (f)  (1)  shoiMd  be  dMeted; 

16.  On  page  39046,  right  cohunn,  8  11.5 

(f) (2).  line  7  at  sabparagrapta  (f>(3), 
ImmediaMy  prscedteg  the  word  “exclu¬ 
sive”  taaert  an  open  parenthesis  “(’’; 

17.  On  page  30046,  right  column,  8  ItJi 
(1)(2),  line  10  of  subparagraph  (f)(2). 
the  word  “gviem"  should  be  changed  to 
read  “given”; 

18.  On  page  30047,  mldde  cotam, 

1 11.5(g)  (2)  (i),  9  of  subparagraph  (3) 
(i) ,  the  word  “persons”  should  be  stagn- 
lar.  to  read  “person”: 

19.  On  page  39047,  rti^  column.  8 IIJI 

(g) (3>(fi).  lines  5.  f,  7  and  t  of  sabpavu- 
gnpb  (2)(li) — ^lliiesS.4.f  andSfmnttM 
tc^  of  the  page— are  Juxtapoaed.  Beghi- 
ntag  with  Une  4  ef  suhuangpegh  (3)  (M) 
and  ending  with  Une  3;  Mie  HMterlol 
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i^uld  read  as  follows:  “the  bank  after 
receipt  of  a  tender  of  the  material  to  be 
mailed,  of  envd<^>es  or  other  containers 
therefor,  of  postage  or  payment  for  post¬ 
age,  and  of  evidence  that  such  material 
has  been  filed  with  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency”; 

20.  On  page  30048,  middle  column. 
§  11.5(1)  (3)  (11),  line  4  of  subparagraph 
(3)  (11),  the  word  “of’  shoiild  read  “or”; 

21.  On  page  30048,  right  column,  8  11.5 
(1)  (4) ,  line  20  of  subparagraph  (4) ,  the 
colon  following  the  word  “solicitation” 
should  be  changed  to  a  semicolon; 

22.  On  page  30049,  right  column.  8  11.5 

(l) .  the  designation  of  this  paragraph 
should  be  changed  from  the  number 
“(1) "  to  the  letter  “(1) ”; 

23.  On  pttge  30050,  middle  column, 
8  11.5(1)  (7)  (1),  line  4  of  subparagraph 
(7)  (1) ,  the  word  “any”  should  be  inserted 
between  the  words  “to”  and  “proposed” ; 

24.  On  page  30050,  right  column,  8  11.5 

(m)  (1).  line  18  of  subiiaragraph  (1),  the 
designation  “(2)  ”  should  be  changed  to 
“(ii)”; 

25.  On  page  30057,  left  column,  8  11.7 
(c)  (9)  (viil),  line  4  of  subparagraph  (9) 
(vUl).  immediately  following  the  word 
“paragraph”  insert  the  designation  (“c) 
(9)  (viil)  ”; 

26.  On  page  30057,  left  coliuxm,  8  11.7 
(c)  (9)  (viil).  in  line  5  of  subparagraph 
(9)(vlll).  Immediately  following  Uie 
word  “credit”,  the  word  “for”  should  read 
"(or”; 

27.  On  page  30057,  left  column,  8  11.7 
(c)  (9)  (viil),  line  9  of  subparagraph  (9) 
(viil),  the  word  “pay”  immediately  pre- 
oeding  the  word  “money”  should  be 
changed  to  read  “repay”; 

28.  On  page  30057,  left  column.  8  11.7 
(c)  (9)  (viil) ,  line  10  of  sulH>aragarph  (9) 
(viil) ,  the  word  “accoimts”  should  be  sin¬ 
gular.  to  read  “account”; 

29.  On  page  30057,  middle  column. 
8  11.7(c)  (10)  (iv)  (B),  lines  8  and  9  of 
clause  (Iv)  (B) — Clines  39  and  40  of  sub- 
paragnudi  (10)  (iv) — the  word  “dollar” 
immediately  following  the  wcs'd  “imder- 
lying”  should  be  deleted; 

30.  On  page  30057,  riedit  column,  8  11.7 
(c)  (10)  (Iv)  (B),  lines  16  and  17  of  clause 
(iv)  (B) — Clines  1  and  2  from  the  top  of 
the  page — ^the  word  “reocnciliation” 
should  read  “reoonciliatimi"  and  the 
word  “imelss”  In  line  17  (line  2  from  the 
t<v)  should  read  “unless”; 

31.  On  page  30060,  middle  column, 
8  11.41  Item  11(c) .  Instruction  1,  line  2 
Off  Instruction  1,  Insert  the  word  “of”  be¬ 
tween  the  words  “amendment”  and 
“options”; 

32.  On  page  30063,  right  column, 
8  11.42,  Gmieral  Instructions,  paragraph 
B  (“Annual  Reports  .  .  .”),  line  10  of 
paragraph  B,  the  semicolon  following  the 
word  “Act”  should  be  changed  to  a 
••mma; 

33.  On  page  30065,  left  column,  8  11.42, 
Form  P-2 — ^Instructions  As  To  Financial 
tatements.  Instruction  4,  line  2  of  the 
jjahrlTirfl  title,  the  word  “cities”  should 
read  “oases”: 

34.  On  page  30065,  left  0(dumn.  8  11.42, 
Poim  F-2— InstmcttCHis  As  TO  Flnan^al 
Statements,  Instructlmi  4,  line  2  of  the 


text  of  instructioa  4.  the  word  “requesst” 
should  read  “request”; 

35.  On  page  30065,  middle  column, 
8  11.43,  poragn^  C  (“Incorporation  By 
Reference  To  ...**),  In  line  7  of  the  text 
of  paragn4>h  C,  following  the  phrase 
“referwice  In”,  the  word  “an”  should  bo 
deleted; 

36.  On  page  30067,  middle  column, 
8  11.43,  Item  10(c),  Instruction  3,  line  5 
of  Instruction  3,  the  word  “Comptroller” 
should  be  changed  to  read  “Comptroller 
of  the  Currency”; 

37.  On  page  30067,  right  column, 
8  11.43,  Financial  Stat^ents  of  Business 
Acquir^,  paragriq>h  3  (“Filing  of 
Other  .  .  .”) ,  line  6  of  the  text  of  para¬ 
graph  3,  the  word  “thereafter”  should 
read  “therefor”; 

38.  On  page.30069,  left  column,  8  11.46, 
General  Instructions,  paragraph  2 
(“Preparation  of  . . .”) ,  line  7  of  the  text 
of  paragraph  2,  the  word  “motions” 
should  read  “captions”; 

39.  On  page  30070,  left  column,  8 11.47, 
Item  3  (l^urce  And  Amount  Of  .  .  .”), 
line  4  of  the  text  of  Item  3,  immediately 
following  the  word  “price”  and  preced¬ 
ing  the  comma,  insert  the  word  “or”; 

40.  On  page  30070,  left  coliunn,  8  11.47, 
Item  3  (“Source  And  Amount  Of  .  .  .”), 
line  7  of  the  text  of  Item  3,  delete  the 
comma  following  the  word  “fimds”; 

41.  On  page  30070,  left  column,  8  11.47, 
Item  S  (“Source  And  Amount  Of  .  .  .”), 
line  10  of  the  text  of  Item  3,  immediately 
preceding  the  phrase  “a  description”  in¬ 
sert  the  word  “provide”; 

42.  On  page  30076,  middle  column, 
8  11.61,  Table  I,  in  the  italicized  title  for 
Table  I  (line  7  from  the  top  of  the  page) , 
the  word  “Securitis”  should  be  “Securi¬ 
ties”; 

43.  On  page  30076,  middle  column, 
8  11.61,  Table  I,  in  line  6  of  the  introduc¬ 
tion  to  Table  I  (line  13  from  the  top  of 
the  page),  following  the  phrase  “re¬ 
ported  in",  the  word  “table”  should  be 
capitalized; 

44.  On  page  30076,  left  and  middle 
columns,  8  11.61,  Table  n  (“Puts,  calls 
.  .  .”),  on  line  4  of  the  introduction  to 
Table  n.  following  the  idirase  “reported 
in”,  the  word  “table”  should  be  capital¬ 
ized; 

45.  On  page  30077,  all  3  columns, 
8  11.62  Table  I  (“Puts,  calls  .  .  .”),  in 
line  3  of  the  introduction  to  Table  n,  the 
phrase  “the  Comptroller’s  Regulations”^ 
should  read  “this  part”; 

46.  On  page  30078,  left  coliunn,  8  11.62, 
Instructions,  paragraph  6(f),  line  7  of 
paragraph  6(f)  following  the  word 
“space”,  the  phrase  “on  page  2”  should 
be  deleted; 

47.  On  page  30078,  middle  column, 
8 11.62,  Instructions,  paragraph  6(h), 
line  17  of  paragraiHi  6(h) — ^line  8  from 
the  top  of  the  page — ^following  the  word 
“space”,  the  phrase  “on  page  2”  should 
be  deleted; 

48.  On  page  30081,  left  column,  8  11.71, 
Form  F-9B  (“Statement  of  Incinne”), 
category  1  (“Opmitinc  Income”),  line 
(a) ,  the  word  “loan”  should  be  plural,  to 
read  “loans”: 

49.  On  page  80083,  left  column,  1 11.71, 
Form  F-9D  (“Schedules”),  Schedule  I 


(“U.S.  Treasury  Securities,  Securities  of 
other .  .  .”),  Footnotes  2  and  3  to  Sched¬ 
ule  I  are  reversed,  and  thus  Footnote 
number  2  should  be  numbered  “3”,  and 
Footnote  number  3  should  be  numbered 
“2”,  and  their  relative  positions  at  the 
bottom  of  the  page  should  be  reversed; 

50.  On  page  30084,  rl^dit  column, 
8  11.102(b) ,  line  2  of  paragraph  (b) — ^line 

7  from  the  top  of  the  page — the  number 
“13”  should  be  changed  to  read  “13(a)  ”; 

51.  On  page  30084,  right  column, 

8  11.102(d),  lines  4  and  5  of  paragraph 
(d),  following  the  word  “parsigrai^”  in 
line  4,  the  remainder  of  line  4  and  all 
of  line  5  should  be  deleted  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  inserted  in  lieu  thereof :  “the  in¬ 
structions  to  these  items  nevertheless  re¬ 
quire”; 

52.  On  page  30085,  left  column, 

8  11.102(d) .  line  6  of  paragraph  (d) — line 
1  at  the  top  of  the  page — the  word  “dis¬ 
closures”  should  be  singular,  to  read  “dis¬ 
closure”: 

53.  On  page  30085,  left  column, 

8  11.102(d),  Une  13  of  paragraph  (d) — 

line  8  from  the  top  of  the  page — the 
phrase  “item  7(f)”  should  be  changed  to 
read  “these  items”; 

54.  On  page  30085,  left  column, 

8  11.102(e),  line  2  of  paragraph  (e),  the 
phrase  “item  7(f)”  should  be  changed 
to  read  “these  Items”; 

55.  On  page  30085,  left  column, 
8  11.102(e),  line  4  of  paragraph  (e),  the 
phrase  “item  7”  should  be  changed  to 
read  “such  items”; 

56.  On  page  30085,  left  column, 
8  11.102(f),  line  2  of  paragrs4>h  (f).  Im¬ 
mediately  following  the  citation  “7(e)". 
the  phrase  “of  Form  P-5”  should  be  in¬ 
serted; 

57.  On  page  30085,  left  column. 
8  11.102(f),  line  6  of  paragraph  (f),  the 
word  “transaction”  should  be  plural,  to 
read  “transactions”. 

Dated:  July  31, 1975. 

[seal]  James  E.  Smith, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FR  Doc.75-20246  FUed  6-l-76;8:45  am] 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE 
SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A— BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

(BEO.  Q] 

PART  217— interest  ON  DEPOSITS 
Withdrawals  From  Savings  Deposits 

On  April  7,  1975,  the  Board  invited 
public  comments  to  be  received  by  Jime  6, 
1975,  on  a  proposed  amendment  to  Its 
Regulation  Q  which  would  permit  mon- 
ber  banks  to  offer  a  service  for  making 
third  party  payments  through  pre-au- 
thorlzed  transfers  ot  funds  from  de¬ 
positors’  savings  accounts  (40  FR  16685- 
6) .  After  review  and  consideration  of  aU 
comments  received,  the  Board  has 
ad(wted  the  proposed  amendment  in  sub- 
stantially  the  same  form  as  proposed. 

Previously,  RegulatliHi  Q  permitted 
member  banks  tosnake  withdrawals  from 
eustomera’  aavlngB  accounts  only  to 
effect  the  payment  of  Iwitallments  of 
principal,  Intcmst,  or  other  charges  (In- 
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eluding  taxes  or  Insurance-  premiums) 
due  on  a  real  estate  loan  or  mortgage. 
This  amendment  will  penult  banks  to 
provide  a  full  range  of  bill  payment  serv¬ 
ices  without  regard  to  the  nature  of  the 
payment  The  amendment  authorizes 
member  banks  to  honor  withdrawal  or¬ 
ders  or  authorizations  received  from  the 
depositor  for  recurrent  or  occasional  pay¬ 
ments  from  his/her  savings  dei>06lt  A 
member  bank  shall  not  honor  any  such 
withdrawal  order  or  authorization  re¬ 
ceived  from  a  third  party.  The  term 
“withdrawal  order  or  authorization” 
means  the  depositor’s  agreement  with 
the  bank  to  effect  withdrawals  for  pay¬ 
ment  to  third  parties.  The  term  does  not 
refer  to  notice  received  from  third  par¬ 
ties  providing  information  as  to  amounts 
to  be  paid. 

As  amended,  {  217.5(c)  will  permit  a 
savings  depositor  to  authorize  his/her 
bank  to  transfer  funds  to  third  parties 
(whether  or  not  the  payment  is  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  a  debt) .  or  to  the  depositor’s 
hank  to  repsky  any  indebtedness  to  the 
ha.nk  except  that  inciured  through  over¬ 
drafts  or  use  of  a  checking  account  line 
of  credit. 

The  amendment  adopted  by  the  Board 
gives  member  banks  authority  to  offer 
bill  paying  services  and  does  not  specify 
the  form  of  such  services.  However,  mem¬ 
ber  banks  desiring  to  offer  their  de¬ 
positors  this  service  may  find  the  follow¬ 
ing  examines  useful.  ’The  authorization 
given  to  the  bank  by  the  depositor  may 
take  different  forms,  as  explained  below. 

1.  In  most  cases,  the  depositor  will  sign 
a  contract  outlining  the  rights  and  du¬ 
ties  of  bc^  bank  and  depositor.  Such 
contract  will  constitute  the  depositor’s 
authorization  to  the  bank  to  honor  the 
depositor’s  instructions  to  transfer 
funds  from  his/her  account. 

2.  The  depositor’s  authorization  to  the 
bank  also  may  be  in  the  form  of  written 
withdrawal  <»ders  or  authorizations  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  depositor  by  the  bank  and 
forwarded  to  the  bank  ^  the  depositor 
requesting  transfer  of  his/her  funds. 
Such  withdrawal  orders  or  authoriza¬ 
tions  must  bear  language  in  boldface  type 
that  they  are  not  negotiable  or  transfer¬ 
able. 

The  transfer  of  funds  may  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  means  of  an  internal  book¬ 
keeping  transfer  or  by  the  member  bank 
sending  payment  to  the  transferee  or  the 
transferee’s  bank.  The  depositor  will  give 
the  bank  the  names  of  those  organiza¬ 
tions  or  indivldutds  to  whom  funds  are 
to  be  transferred,  indicating  either  the 
specific  amount  to  be  paid  to  each  or  a 
maxlmiun  amoimt  and  the  frequency  of 
payment.  The  depositor  also  may  au- 
thoilze  the  bank  to  make  withdrawals 
from  his/her  savings  account  in  amounts 
stated  on  bills  or  other  notices  delivered 
periodically  or  occasionally  by  the  third 
party  to  the  depositor’s  bsmk.  The  de¬ 
positor  may  be  required  to  supply  the 
bank  with  the  transferee’s  address  and/ 
or  bank  account  number.  Subsequent  ad¬ 
ditions  to  the  list  of  transferees  or  chang¬ 
es  in  instructions  may  be  communicated 
to  the  bank  in  person,  in  writing,  or  by 
telephone. 


The  Board  recently  invited  public  com¬ 
ment  on  iNToposed  access  arrangements 
for  utilizing  Federal  Reserve  facilities  in 
clearing  and  settling  magnetically  en¬ 
coded  pasrment  instructions.  (40  FR 
25641)  ’The  amendment  azmounced  to¬ 
day  does  not  affect  the  proposal  regard¬ 
ing  access.  This  amendment  does  not  au- 
thortae  member  banks  to  send  items  re¬ 
corded  on  magnetic  tape  originating  from 
savings  accoimts  (Urectly  to  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  clearing  facilities. 

Member  banks  should  maintain  data 
on  accoimts  subject  to  third  party  pay¬ 
ment  authorizations  in  a  manner  which 
will  facilitate  identification  of  such  de¬ 
posits  for  reporting  purposes. 

Four  textual  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  amendment.  The  first  change  is 
the  insertion  of  the  phrase  “including 
the  bank  (except  as  prohibited  by  sub- 
paragraph  2)  ’’  in  the  first  sentence  of  the 
amended  {  217.5(c)  (1)  (vii)  to  indicate 
that  funds  withdrawn  from  a  savings  ac¬ 
count  under  authority  of  that  section 
may  be  transferred  to  the  account  of  the 
depositor’s  bank  for  repayment  of  any 
indebtedness  except  that  incurred 
through  overdrafts  or  the  use  of  a  check¬ 
ing  accoimt  line  of  credit. 

The  second  textual  change  is  the  in¬ 
sertion  of  the  words  “automatically  or’’ 
in  {  217.5(c)  (2) .  Ihls  change  is  designed 
to  indicate  that  a  member  bank  may  not 
offer  or  agree  to  transfer  funds  auto¬ 
matically  from  a  depositor’s  savings  ac¬ 
count  to  the  depositor’s  checking  ac¬ 
coimt  either  to  cover  overdrafts  or  to  re¬ 
plenish  the  depositor’s  checking  accoimt 
balance. 

The  third  change  is  the  insertion  in 
the  first  sentence  of  |  217.5(c)  (1)  (vii)  of 
the  words  “received  from  a  depositor  by 
a  member’’  to  indicate  that  withdrawal 
orders  or  authorizations  may  be  paid  (mly 
if  received  by  a  member  bank  from  a  de¬ 
positor.  This  change  and  the  fourth 
change,  the  insertion  of  the  word  “with¬ 
drawal”  before  “order(8)  or  authoriza- 
tion(s)  ”  wherever  it  appears  in  the  regu¬ 
lation  are  intended  to  emphasize  the  non- 
transferable  nature  of  such  withdrawal 
orders  or  authorizations  permitted  by 
this  amendment.  * 

After  review  and  consideration  of  all 
comments  received,  pursuant  to  its  au¬ 
thority  under  section  19  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  461)  to  define  the 
terms  used  in  that  section  and  to  pre¬ 
scribe  such  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of 
that  section,  the  Boaerd  has  dedded  to 
adopt  the  amendment  in  substantially 
the  form  proposed. 

Effective  September  2.  1975.  f  217.5(c) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

8  217.5  Withdrawal  of  aavings  deposit*. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Manner  of  papment  of  savings  de¬ 
posits.  <1>  Subjed  to  the  proviskma  of 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  section, 
a  mendwr  bank  may  permit  withdrawals 
to  be  made  from  a  savings  deposit  only 
through  pasrment^  to  the  depositor  (but 
not  to  any  other  person  whether  or  not 
acting  for  the  depositor)  excQ>t 
•  •  •  •  • 
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(vii)  Pursuant  to  nontransferaUe 
withdrawal  orders  or  authcMrizations  re¬ 
ceived  from  a  depositor  by  a  member 
bank  for  the  payment  of  amounts  from 
such  deposits  to  third  parties,  including 
the  bank  (except  as  prohlMted  by  para¬ 
graph  (c)2  of  this  section),  periodically 
or  otherwise.  Any  such  withdrawal  order 
or  authorization  that  may  be  honored  as 
a  withdrawal  request  for  pa3m3ent  to  a 
third  party  may,  if  so  authorized  by  the 
third  party,  be  honored  as  a  transfer  to 
an  account  ot  such  third  party.  Any  form 
for  such  withdrawal  ordn  or  authoriza¬ 
tion  shall  contain  language  in  boldface 
type  of  reasonable  size  to  the  effect  that 
it  is  not  negotiable  or  transferable. 

(2)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragriqjh  (c)(1)  of  this  section,  no 
withdrawal  shall  be  permitted  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  bank  to  be  made  from  a  savings  de¬ 
posit,  through  payment  to  the  bemk  itself 
or  through  transfer  of  credit  to  a  demand 
or  other  deposit  account  of  the  same  de¬ 
positor  (other  than  of  interest  on  the 
savings  deposit)  if  such  payment  or 
transfer  is  made  pursuant  to  any  adver¬ 
tised  plan  or  any  agreement,  written  or 
oral  which  authorizes  such  payments  or 
transfers  of  credit  to  be  made  auto¬ 
matically  or  as  a  nmmal  practice  in  order 
to  cover  checks  or  drafts  drawn  by  the 
depositor  upon  the  bank. 

(3)  The  provisions  of  this  pan«raph 
do  not  iq>ply  to  deposits  subject  to  nego¬ 
tiable  orders  of  withdrawal  authorized 
by  Federal  law  to  be  issued  in  the  States 
of  Massachusetts  and  New  Hampshire. 

•  •  •  •  • 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
July  28,  1975. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-20186  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  un| 


PART  265— RULES  REGARDING 
DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

Specific  Function  Delegated 

In  order  to  expedite  and  facilitate  the 
handling  of  certain  of  its  functions,  the 
Board  has  amended  its  Rules  Regarding 
Delegation  of  Authority  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  11  (k)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  248(k))  to  dele¬ 
gate  to  the  Director  of  the  CMBce  oi  Saver 
and  Consumer  Affairs  the  authority  (1) 
to  approve  and  issue  reporting,  examina¬ 
tion,  or  inspection  materials  with  respect 
to  the  Board’s  responsibilities  under  the 
Consumer  Credit  Protection  Act,  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  and  the 
Federal  'Trade  CommlsBion  Act  (subsec¬ 
tions  18(f)  (l)-(3)),  (2)  to  grant  Stat? 
exemptions  under  the  Consumer  Credit 
Protection  Act  and  Regulation  Z  ( 12  CPU 
226.12),  and  (3)  to  conduct  certain  mat¬ 
ters  with  respect  to  the  Truth  In  Lend¬ 
ing  Advisory  Committee. 

nie  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  with 
respect  to  notice  and  public  participation 
were  not  followed  in  connection  with 
these  amendments  because  they  are  rules 


*  Payment  from  a  savings  deposit  or  pres¬ 
entation  of  a  passbook  may  be  made  over 
the  counter,  through  the  malls,  or  otherwlee. 
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of  agency  organization  and  are  exempt 
from  such  procedures  under  5  U.S.C.  553 
(b) .  The  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d) 
with  respect  to  deferred  effective  date 
were  not  followed  in  connection  with 
these  amendments  because  such  deferral 
is  unnecessary  as  the  persons  affected 
thereby  will  not  be  affected  adversely. 

Effective  July  21,  1975,  paragraph  (h) 
of  S  265.2  is  amended  by  adding  para¬ 
graphs  (4),  (5).  and  (6)  as  follows: 

§  265.2  Specific  functions  delegated  to 
Board  employees  and  to  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Banks. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(h)  The  Director  of  the  OflBce  of  Saver 
and  Consumer  Affairs  (or  in  his  ab¬ 
sence,  the  Acting  Director)  is  authorized: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  11(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  248(a)),  section  17(b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15 
U.S.C.  78q) ,  sections  108(b),  621(c),  and 
704(b)  of  the  Consumer  Credit  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1607(b),  1681S(b), 
16910 ,  and,  section  18(f)  (3)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  (Commission  Act  (Pub.  L.  93- 
637  section  202(a) ) 

(a)  To  issue  examination  or  inspection 
manuals,  registration,  report,  agreement, 
and  examination  forms,  gxiidelines,  in¬ 
structions  or  other  similar  materials  for 
use  in  connection  with  the  administra¬ 
tion  of 

(1)  Sections  1  through  707  (excluding 
sections  201  through  500)  of  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Credit  Protection  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
1601-16916) , 

(2)  Sections  7  and  8  of  the  Seciulties 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78  g  and 
h), 

(3)  Sections  18(f)  (1) — (3)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  Act  (Pub.  L.  93- 
637  §  202(a) ),  and  rules  and  regulations 
Issued  thereimder. 

(5)  Pursuant  to  Sections  123  and  171 
(b)  of  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1633  and  1666 j)  and  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Z,  12  CFR  226.12,  to  grant,  but 
not  deny  or  revoke,  exemptions  to  States 
from  the  requirements  of  Chapters  2  and 
4  of  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
1631-1644  and  1666),  where  State  law 
imposes  substantially  similar  require- 
maits,  and  there  is  adequate  provision 
for  enforcement. 

(6)  Pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Con¬ 
sumer  C,redlt  Protection  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
1609),  to  call  meetings  of  and  consult 
with  the  Advisory  Ccmimittee  established 
xmder  that  section,  to  approve  the  agenda 
for  such  meetings,  and  to  accept  any 
resignations  from  Advisory  Committee 
members. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
July  21, 1975. 

[skal]  Thiodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

{FR  DOC.76-30184  PUed  »-l-76;8:45  am] 


Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPTER  III— ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 

ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

COMMERCE 

PART  30S — PUBUC  WORKS  AND  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT  FACILITIES  PROGRAM 

Grant  and  Loan  Program 

Part  305  of  Chapter  ni  of  TitH  13  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  hereby 
amended. 

In  that  the  material  contained  herein 
is  a  matter  relating  to  the  grant  and  loan 
progrcun  of  the  Economic  Development 
Administration  and  because  a  delay  in 
implementing  these  regulations  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553)  requiring 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  participation  and  delay 
in  effective  date  are  inapplicable. 

1.  Part  305  is  amended  by  amending 
§  305.59  to  read  as  follows: 

§  305.59  Property  management. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  The  requirements  contained  in  this 
section  apply  to  grant  and  combination 
grant/loan  projects.  They  do  not  apply 
to  projects  for  which  assistance  has  been 
provided  solely  in  the  form  of  loans  or 
by  purchasing  evidence  of  indebtedness. 

*(Sec.  701,  PubUc  Law  89-136  (August  26, 
1965);  42  UA.C.  3211;  79  Stat.  670  and  De¬ 
partment  of  Conunerce  Organization  Order 
10-4  (April  1,  1970)  as  amended  (35  FR  6970 
as  amended  at  40  FR  12532) ) 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  August  4,  1975. 

(It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  econom¬ 
ic  and  inflationary  impacts  of  this  regu¬ 
lation  have  been  carefully  evaluated  in 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107.) 

Dated:  July  28,  1975. 

Wn-MER  D.  Mizell, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development. 

(FR  Doc.76-20174  Filed  8-1-76; 8:45  amj 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  14867;  Arndt.  39-2313] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Alexander  Schleicher  ASW  15  GKders 

There  has  been  a  report  of  a  rudder 
jam  during  flight  in  an  Alexander 
Schleicher  ASW  15  glider  that  resulted 
in  an  emergency  landing.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
gliders  of  the  same  tirpe  design,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued  which 
requires  repetitive  inspections  of  fln- 
rudder  nose  clearance  and  rudder  nose 
reforming  and  reinforcement  when  the 
clearance  is  less  than  specified  limits  on 
Alexander  Schleicher  ASW  15  gliders. 


Since  this  situation  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

This  sunendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foreglng,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive. 

Ajlexandeb  Schleicher^  Applies  to  ASW  16 
glidera,  serial  numbers  16001  through 
16183,  CM-tlflcated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  is  required  within  the  next  ten 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  A.D.  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  60  hours  time  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection  until  the  rudder  nose  is  rein¬ 
forced  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (b)  (2) 
of  this  A.D. 

To  prevent  rudder  jam  due  to  Improper  fin- 
rudder  nose  clearance,  accomplish  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a)  Visually  inspect  the  rudder  nose  for 
deformation  and  measure  the  gap  between 
the  fin  and  rudder.  The  acceptable  gap  is 
between  2  to  3  mm  at  the  lower  rudder  hinge 
tapering  to  im  allowable  gap  of  between  1 
to  2  nun  at  the  upper  end  of  the  vertical 
fin. 

(b)  If  the  measured  gap  is  not  within 
limits,  or  a  deformation  of  the  rudder  nose 
is  found,  comply  with  the  foUowing: 

(1)  Refcum  the  rudder  nose  inward  until 
the  gap  is  within  limits  by  iqiplylng  heat  in 
accordwce  with  paragriq>h  1  of  the  instruc¬ 
tions  contained  in  Alexander  Schleicher  ASW 
15  Technical  Note  10  dated  January  30,  1973, 
or  an  FAA-iqiproved  equivalent. 

(2)  Reinforce  rudder  noee  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  3  of  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  m  Alexander  Schleicher  ASW  16  Tech¬ 
nical  Note  10  dated  January  30,  1973  and 
Alexander  Schleicher  drawing  L-273  160.36/ 
3731.33,  or  an  PAA-approved  equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  25, 
1975. 

Richard  P.  Skully, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20126  Filed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  14856;  Arndt.  39-2311] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Flug-und  Fahrzeugwerke  AG  HBV 
"Dlamant"  &  Diamant  16.5  Gliders 

The  lower  harness  attachments  on  a 
Flug-  und  Fahrzeugwerke  AG  (FFA) 
Dlamant  glider  came  loose  due  to  insuf¬ 
ficient  bonding.  This  condition  could  re¬ 
sult  in  structural  failure  of  the  harness 
attachment.  Since  this  condition  is  likely 
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to  exist  or  develop  In  other  gliders  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  cdrworthiness  di¬ 
rective  is  being  Issued  to  relnfOTce  the 
lower  harness  attachments  on  FPA  HBV 
“Diamant”  and  Diamant  16.5  gliders. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  maicing  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  AvlatkHi  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans- 
portati<xi  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator. (14  CFR  11.89) , 
9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

PLUo-tmo  FARKZKuowntKX  AO.  Applies  to  HBV 
*  Diamant’'  and  Diamant  ISA  gliders,  all 
serial  numbers,  certificated  in  aU  cate¬ 
gories. 

Compliance  is  required  within  the  next  10 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

Tb  prevent  structural  failure  of  the  lower 
harness  attachments  DlAOl-0710,  reinforce 
the  attachments  in  accordance  with  the  “RE¬ 
QUIRED  ACTION”  specified  In  Flug-und 
Fahrseugwerke  AO  Service  Bulletin  No.  6, 
dated  February  4,  1974,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  25, 
1975. 

Richaxo  P.  Skullt, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-20128  Filed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  14859:  Arndt.  39-2315] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Messerschmftt-Bolkow-Blohm  Model 
60-105  Helicopters 

There  have  been  failures  ot  the  tall 
rotor  blade  tip  cap  of  Messerschmltt- 
Bolkow-Blohm  (MBB)  Model  BO-105 
hellcc^ters  that  could  result  in  failure 
of  the  tail  rotor  and  consequent  loss  of 
directional  control  of  the  helicopter. 
Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  helicopters  of  the  same 
type  design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  which  requires  reinforce¬ 
ment  of  the  tail  rotor  blade  tip  cap  on 
certain  MBB  Model  BO=^105  helicopters. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  31S(a),  601,  and  60S 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UB.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  (ff  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(C)). 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
9  39.13  (rf  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive. 

MkssKxacHicTTT-BOLKow-BLOHit.  Applies  to 
Messerschmltt-Bolkow-Blohm  (MBB) 
models  BO-105A  aod  BO-105C  helicop¬ 
ters  owtlficated  lu  aU  categories,  In- 
OOTporating  taU  rotor  blade  P/N  105- 
31742,  serial  niunbers  548  and  lower. 

CcHnpllanoe  Is  required  within  the  next 
100  hours’  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished 
in  accordance  with  MBB  BO-105  Service 
BiilleUn  No.  30-8. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  tail  rotor  blade 
tip  cap.  inflect  taU  rotor  blades  tar  condi¬ 
tion,  modify  as  prescribed,  and  return  to 
service,  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2  ot 
MBB  BO-106  Service  Bulletin  No.  30-8,  dated 
July  5,  1974,  or  an  equivalent  iqiproved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Staff,  FAA, 
Euit^,  Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  18,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  25, 
1975. 

Richard  P.  Skxtllt, 

Director. 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-20124  FUed  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  14861;  Arndt.  39-2318] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTTIVES 

Meseerschmltt-Bolkow-Blohm  GmbH 
Phoebus  Al,  B1  Gliders 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracks  in 
the  rudder  cable  level  welds  mi  certain 
Phoebus  gliders  that  could  result  in  loss 
of  rudder  control.  Since  this  cimdltion  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  gliders 
of  the  same  tsrpe  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issu^  which  requires 
periodic  inspection  for  rudder  cable  lever 
weld  cracks  and  replacement  of  rudder 
cable  levers  cm  Phoebus  A1  and  B1 
gliders. 

Since  this  situation  requires  Immediate 
adoption  of  this  regulation,  notiqe  and 
public  procedure  herecm  are  impracti¬ 
cable  and  gcxxl  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

This  amendment  is  made  \mder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  secticms  313(a) .  601,  and  603  ot 
the  Federal  Avlaticm  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Dei>artment  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(c)). 

In  ccmsideraticm  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me 
by  the  Administrator  (14  CiFR  11.89), 
9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amoided  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

EltTWlCKl.UIfG8GXMXIMSCHAVT  (MRSBRR- 
aCHMtTT-BOUIOW-Bl.OH>C  O  JU.bB.)  .  Ap- 
pltM  to  Phoebus  A1  anfi  B1  gUdera,  serial 
numbers  702  thru  761,  certificated  In  aU 
categories. 

Compliance  Is  required  as  Indicated. 

’To  prevent  loss  of  rudder  control,  accom¬ 
plish  ttM  foUowlng: 

(a)  Vhthln  the  next  10  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 


ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless 
already  accomplished,  and  tbereaftsr  at  In¬ 
tervals  not  to  exceed  100  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  last  Inspection.  Inspect  the  rud¬ 
der  control  cable  lever  as  follows: 

(1)  Rwnove  headrest,  liiggage  container, 
and  seat. 

(2)  Disconnect  rudder  control  cables  from 
cable  lever. 

(3)  Remove  rudder  contnd  rod  and  rudder 
control  cable  lever  (P/N  16120-4236). 

(4)  In^)ect  rudder  control  cable  lever  weld 
for  cracks  using  a  magnifying  glass  with  a 
magnification  poww  of  not  less  than  five. 

(5)  If  a  crack  Is  found  comply  with  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  AD. 

(b)  If  a  rudder  control  cable  lever  weld 
crack  Is  found  during  an  Inspection  required 
by  paragraph  (a),  replace  the  rudder  control 
cable  level  P/N  15120-4286  with  a  serviceable 
part  of  the  same  part  number  or  an  FAA- 
approved  equivalent. 

(MBB  Service  BuUetln  No.  PHOEBUS  27-20/ 
1.  dated  March  1976,  pertains  to  this  AD.] 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  18, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  July  28, 
1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarxsx, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20130  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  14864;  Arndt.  39-2310] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECrriVES 
Pilatus  Aircraft  Ltd.  B4-PC11  GIMws 

The  design  of  the  canopy  limiting  cable 
Includes  a  lock  link  wmch  will  not  re¬ 
lease  the  canopy  (m  Pilatus  B4-PC11 
gliders  and  which  would  hinder  emer¬ 
gency  egress.  Since  this  ccmdition  Is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  in  other  gliders  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  is  being  Issued  which  requires  an 
alteratiim  <A  the  limiting  cable  attach¬ 
ment  on  Pilatus  B4-PC11  gliders. 

Since  this  sltuaticm  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

This  amradment  is  made  under  the 
authority  (ff  section  313(a>,  601.  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UJS.C.  1354(a).  1421.  and  1423)  and  (ff 
section  6(c)  of  the  Departmmt  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  driegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CTR  11.89) , 
9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Pilatus  AncsArr  Ltd.  AppUes  to  B4-PC11 
gUders,  certlficstad  in  sU  categories, 
eqiUpped  wltb  canopy  Umlting  lock  link. 

Compliance  Is  required  as  Indicated,  unlen 
already  accomplished. 

To  ensure  canopy  emMgency  Jettisoning 
eapablUty,  accomplish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Within  the  next  10  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  tiiia  ad,  dis¬ 
connect  the  HmitiTur  cable. 

(h)  Within  the  next  60  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  alter 
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th«  canopy  limiting  cable  attachment  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  aocompllahment  Inatruc- 
tlona  of  PUatus  Serrloe  Bulletin  No.  1001. 
dated  April  1974.  or  an  FAA-aiq>roTCd 
equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Au¬ 
gust  18.  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  July  25, 
1975. 

Richard  P.  Skttllt. 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20129  FUed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  14856;  Arndt.  39-2312] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Slingsby  Sailplanes — ^T59D  Kestrel  Gliders 

Cracks  have  been  found  on  the  inside 
wtided  comers  of  the  elevator  actuator 
bracket  ot  a  Slingsby  T59D  Kestrel  glider 
that  could  result  in  structural  failure  of 
the  elevator  actuator  bracket  and  loss  of 
elevator  control.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  gliders 
of  the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  to  require  inspec¬ 
tions  and  replacement  of  the  elevator 
actuator  'bracket  on  Slingsby  TS9D 
Kestrel  gliders. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immediate 
adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice  and 
publie  procedure  hereon  are  impracti¬ 
cable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  313(a) ,  601,  and  603,  of 
ttie  Federal  Aviation  Act  oi  1958  (49 
UJS.C.  1354(a>.  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
8ecti<m  6(c)  ot  the  Department  of  Trans- 
portatkm  Act  (49  U^.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideratian  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authenity  ddegat^  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) . 
i  39.13  ot  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  ,ama3ded  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive; 

SuNcsBT  Sailplanes.  Applies  to  T59D  Kestrel 
gliders  certificated  In  all  categories. 

Oompllanoe  Is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  aooompliabed. 

TO  prevent  structural  faUure  ot  the  le¬ 
vator  actuator  bracket,  accomplish  the  ioi- 
lowtng: 

(a)  Within  the  next  10  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  and 
ttaereafter  at  intervals  xiot  to  exceed  5  hours* 
time  ia  aervloe.  viaaaUy  inspect  the  elevator 
•etoator  bracket  P/N  MA-30-11  for  cracka  in 
the  inside  welded  corners. 

(b)  If  cracks  are  found,  prior  to  further 
fll^t,  replace  the  elevatw  actuator  bracket, 
P/N  59A-80-11,  with  a  machined  aluminum 
bracket,  P/N  69A-03-8A/B/C,  In  accordance 
with  Slingsby  SaUplanes  Technical  Inatruc- 
tton  No.  65.  Issue  2.  dated  May  23,  1974,  or  an 
PAA-approved  aquivalent. 

(c)  The  inspections  required  by  paragraph 

(a)  this  AD  may  be  disoontlnued  after 
a  machined  aluminum  elevator  actuator 
braekeC,  P/N  SOA-08-8A/B/C.  has  been  in¬ 
stalled  la  place  of  P/N  88A-80-lt  in  aooord- 
aaee  wttti  SUngaby  Sailplaaee  Tto<ffmleal  In- 
BtructloB  NO.  68,  Issue  2.  dated  May  23,  1974, 
or  an  PAA-approved  equfvslent. 

Thli  amendment  becomes  effective  An-: 
gust  18,  1975. 


Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  25, 
1975. 

RiCHAKO  P.  SKXTLLY, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 
[PR  Doc.78-20127  Piled  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  14858;  Arndt.  39-2314] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Slingsby  SaUplanes — ^T59D  Kestrel  Gliders 

A  dive  brake  control  mechanism  mal- 
function  on  a  Slingsby  T59D  Kestrel 
glider  resulted  in  an  emergency  landing. 
Since  this  situation  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  gliders  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  which  requires  replacement  of  the 
dive  brake  control  mechanism  and  Im¬ 
poses  dive  brake  operating  limitations 
imtil  the  replacement  is  accomplished  on 
Slingsby  TS9D  Kestrel  gliders. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than 
30  days. 

Thia  amendment  is  made  under  the  au- 
thmitiy  of  section  313(a) ,  601,  and  603,  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
section  8(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U£.C.  1655(c)  ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89), 
I  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  ammded  by  adding  the 
fcdlowing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Slingut  Sailplanes.  Applies  to  Slingsby 
TS9D  Kestrel  gliders  certificated  in  all 
categories. 

Compliance  la  required  as  indicated,  unices 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  dive  brake  retraction  faUure, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  10  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
InstaU  a  placard  on  the  Instrument  panri  In 
full  view  of  the  pUot  reading: 

AIR  BRAKE  EXTENSION  UMTTATION 

finaIj  approach  50% 

PLAREOUT  ON  LANDING  100% 
C^RUISE  NONE  (0%) 

(b)  Within  the  next  60  hours’  time  In 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  An, 
replace  the  dive  brake  control  mechanism 
with  the  linear  type  dive  brake  control 
mechanism,  P/N  69A-45-717,  In  accordance 
with  SUngsby  SaUplanes  ’Technical  Instruc¬ 
tion  Mo.  T5  dated  May  21,  1976,  or  an  PAA- 
approved  equivalent. 

(c)  The  placard  required  by  paragraph 
(a)  at  this  AD  may  be  removed  after  the 
work  miecified  In  paragraph  (b)  of  this  an 
has  been  accomplished. 

tub  smendmoit  becomes  effective 
August  It,  1975. 

Issued  In  Washington.  D.C.  on  July 
25, 1975. 

Richard  P.  Skullt, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 
[FB  Doc.76-20186  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Mo.  14880;  Arndt.  39-2318] 
PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sociato  Ndtionai*  IndustrieUe  Aarvspatiale 

"PUMA"  Helicoptar  Models  SA-330F 

andSA-n330G 

Score  marks  have  been  found  on  lead¬ 
ing  edges  of  main  rotor  blades  of  Aero¬ 
spatiale  "PUMA"  Models  8A-330P  and 
SA-330O  helicopters  that  could  result  in 
failure  of  the  blades.  Since  this  condi¬ 
tion  iB  likely  to  exist  or  in  other 

helicopters  of  the  same  type  design,  an 
airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  requires  a  one-time  inspection  for 
cracks  in  the  main  rotor  Uades. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  pidiUc  iko- 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amoidment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603,  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UR.C.  1354(a).  1421.  1423)  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans- 
portatlon  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c)  >. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CXR  11 A9) , 
Section  39.13  ol  Part  39  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulatkms  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  ffrflowlng  new  airworthiness 
directive. 

SociETX  Nationale  Indttstrisllx  Aero¬ 
spatiale.  Applies  to  ‘TtTMA’*  bMloopter 
models  SA-330F  end  SA-330O,  oertlfl- 
csted  In  sll  categories.  Incorporating 
main  rotor  blades  which  have  leading 
edge  erosion  protective  strips. 

Compliance  la  required  within  the  next  100 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD.  unless  already  accomplished  In 
accordance  wtlb  Puma  SA-3S0  Bervlce  BuUe- 
tln  No.  0SA9. 

To  prevent  faUiue  of  the  main  rotor  blade 
due  to  cracks  In  the  region  of  the  leading- 
edge  erosion  protection.  Inspect  for  cracks, 
repair  aa  neoeaeary,  and  return  to  service.  In 
accordance  with  paragraph  1C  of  Puma  BA¬ 
SSO  Servloa  Bulletin  Mo.  0689.  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1974,  or  an  equivalent  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Staff.  PAA 
Europe,  Africa  and  Middle  East  Region. 

This  amendmmt  becomes  effective 
August  18, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  25, 
1975. 

Richard  P.  Skull  y. 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-20123  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Alrqiace  Docket  No.  75-GL-83] 

FART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  23785  of  tbe  Federal  Rbg- 
iSTBE  dAted  June  2,  1975,  the  Federal 
AviatloQ  Administration  pidittahed  a  No- 
tiee  oC  Pixvoaed  Role  Making  which 
would  amend  I  7U81  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
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alter  the  transition  area  at  flint, 
Michigan. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  to  sutxnlt  written  c<xnmesits,  sug- 
gesticxis.  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

Thin  amendment  shall  be  effective 
September  6, 1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJS.C. 
1348),  and  of  Secticm  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
July  16, 1975. 

John  M.  Ctbocki, 
Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  S  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

Flint,  Michigan 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12-mUe  radius 
of  the  Flint  VOR,  within  5  miles  north  and 
8  miles  south  of  the  Flint  HA  localizer  west 
course,  extending  from  the  12-mlle  radius 
area  to  12  miles  west  of  the  outer  marker; 
within  a  4-mlle  radius  of  Owosso  City  Air¬ 
port,  (Latitude  42*50'30"  N.  liongltude 
84*0e'00"  W.) ;  and  within  a  5^  mile  radius 
of  the  Price  Airport.  (Latitude  42*48'25''  N., 
Longitude  83*46*20"  W.);  excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  which  overlies  the  Detroit,  Michigan 
transition  area. 

[FR  Doc.75-20133  FUed  »-l-75;8:4S  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-87] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

AReration  of  Transition  Araa 

On  page  25027  of  the  Fedkral  Register 
dated  June  12,  1975,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter 
the  transition  area  at  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

It  being  determined  that  good  cause, 
with  respect  to  safety  in  air  ccHnmerce 
and  air  transportation,  exists  for  making 
this  rule  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication,  this  amendment  shall  be 
effective  August  4,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  xmder  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  SectUm  6(c)  of  tiie  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C. 
1665(c)). 


Issued  in  Des  Plaines.  Illinois  on  July 
24.  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  I  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  as  indicated: 
Chicago.  Illinou 

Delete  "latitude  42*00*00"  N.,  longitude 
88*26*00"  W."  and  ineert  in  lUace  "latitude 
42*01*00**  N..  longitude  88*40*00**  W.  to  lati¬ 
tude  42*16*00'*  N.,  longitude  88*40*00"  W.’*. 

(See.  307  (a) .  FederM  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
T7A.0. 1348) ;  eec.  6(c) ,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (40  UA.C.  1665(c)).) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  May  22, 
1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director. 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-20131  FUed  8-l-75;8;45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-22] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  22556  and  22557  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  dated  May  23.  1975,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pub¬ 
lished  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
which  would  amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviatl<Hi  Regulations  so  as 
to  designate  a  transition  area  at  Osh¬ 
kosh.  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  pnwosed 
amendmoit. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  Au¬ 
gust  4.  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJS.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  Sectimi  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  July 
1,  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  s  71.181  (40  PR  441),  the  foUowlng 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

Oshkosh,  Wisconsin 

That  alr^aoe  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area  bound¬ 
ed  by  a  line  beginning  at  Latitude  44*24*00" 
N.,  Longitude  22*45*00**  W.  to  Latitude  44*- 
24*00"  N.,  Longitude  88*27*00"  W.  to  LaUtude 
44*18*00"  N.,  Longitude  88*19*00"  W.  to 
Latitude  43*33*00**  N..  Longitude  88*18*00** 
W.  to  LaUtude  43*33*00"  N..  Longitude  88*- 
53*00"  W.  to  LaUtude  43*62*00"  N.,  Longi¬ 
tude  88*63*00"  W.,  to  point  of  beginning. 

(FR  Doe.76-20137  FUed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


[Aliq;»aoe  Docket  No.  76-OL-81] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  22557  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  May  23, 1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Acteiinistration  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  transition  area  at  LaPorte,  Indiana. 

Interested  persons  were  ^ven  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

It  being  determined  that  good  cause, 
with  respect  to  safety  in  air  commerce 
and  air  transportation,  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  rule  effective  less  than  30  days 
after  publication,  this  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  OMT,  August  21,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  ^e  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviatiem  Act  of  1958  (49  UJB.C. 
1348) .  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportatiem  Act  (49  n.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  July 
24. 1975. 

John  M.  Ctrocki, 
Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  5  71.181  (40  PR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

LaPobtk,  Indiana 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  LaPorte  Municipal  Airport  (Latitude 
41*34*21"  N..  Longitude  86*44*02"  W.); 

within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  166*  bearing 
from  the  LaPorte  Airport  extending  from  the 
6-mlle  radius  area  to  9  mUes  south  of  the  air¬ 
port,  excluding  that  portion  which  overllee 
the  Michigan  City,  Indiana  transition  area. 

[FR  Doc.75-20136  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OI,-34] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  22556  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  May  23,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  which  would  amend 
i  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Dwight,  Illinois. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 
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It  beins  detennined  that  good  cause, 
with  respect  to  safety  in  air  commerce 
and  air  transportation,  exists  for  making 
this  rule  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication,  this  amendment  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  0901  GMT,  August  21,  1975. 

This  amendmoit  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348), 
and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  July 
24,  1975. 

John  M.  Ctrocki, 
Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  foUowing 
transition  area  is  added: 

DWKHT,  IlXIKOIB 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five  mDe 
radhxs  of  Dwight  Airport  (Latitude  41*oe'06" 
K..  Lmignuds  W«96'30"  W.);  and  within 
three  milea  either  side  of  the  087*  bearing 
Swam  the  airport  extending  from  the  five 
■aUe  radius  area  to  S  miles  froip  Vb»  airport. 

(FB  Doc.75-a013a  Piled  a-l-7S;S;4e  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-OL-36] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  23766  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  Jime  2, 1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  Notice  of 
Prc^Tosed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  transition  area  at  Marietta,  Michigan. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  writtoi  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  pnvosed 
amoidmcnt. 

No  objectkms  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopt^  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
GMT,  September  11,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJ3.C. 
134t) ,  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJS.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
July  16, 1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki. 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

Accordingly,  the  description  of  the 
transition  area  for  Marlette,  Michigan, 
as  iHoposed  in  FR  Doc.  75-14253  m^ear- 
Ing  at  page  23766  in  the  Federal  Regis- 
TSR  of  June  2,  1975,  is  ccMrected  to  read 
as  follows; 

Mauxitk,  Michkan 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6V4-mlle 


radius  of  the  Marlette  Airport  (Latitude 
4S*ir37"  N..  Longitude  88*06'81"  W.). 

[PR  Doc.76-a01S4  Piled  &-l-76;8:45  am] 


Title  19— Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 

SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

[TJ>.  7S-19S] 

PART  4— VESSELS  IN  FOREIGN  AND 
DOMESTIC  TRADES 

Exemption  From  Entry  and  Clearance  Re¬ 
quirements  and  Customs  Charges  for 

Yachts  of  the  British  Virgin  Islands 

The  Department  of  State  provided  in¬ 
formation  to  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  on  April  9,  1975,  that  yachts 
of  the  United  States  are  permitted  to 
cruise  in  the  territorial  waters  of  the 
British  Virgin  Islands,  a  Caribbean  en¬ 
tity  under  British  jurisdiction,  without 
charges  for  entering  or  clearance,  dues, 
duty  per  ton,  tonnage  taxes,  or  charges 
for  cruising  licenses. 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Act  of 
May  28,  1908,  as  amended  (section  5, 
35  Stat.  425,  as  amended;  46  U.S.C.  104) . 
foUowing  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  that  a  foreign  nation  has 
granted  the  above-described  exemptions 
to  yachts  of  the  United  States,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  may  issue 
cruising  licenses  to  yachts  of  that  nation. 

It  has  been  demonstrated  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Secretary  oS.  the  Treas¬ 
ury  that  yachts  of  the  United  States  are 
granted  the  above-described  reciprocal 
privUeges  by  the  British  Virgin  Islands. 
Therefore,  corresponding  privileges  are 
accorded  to  yachts  of  the  British  Virgin 
Islands  effective  as  of  the  date  of  such 
notification. 

Accordingly,  I  4.94(b)  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  is  amended  by  amending 
the  parenthetical  material  after  “Great 
Britain”  in  the  list  of  countries  granting 
the  previously-described  reciprocal  luriv- 
ileges  to  yachts  of  the  United  States  to 
read  “(including  Turks  and  Caicos  Is¬ 
lands.  St.  \nncent  (including  the  terri¬ 
torial  waters  of  the  Northern  Grenadine 
Islands),  the  Cayman  Islands,  the  St. 
Chiistopher-Nevls-AnguiUa  Islands,  and 
the  British  Virgin  Islands)”.  (Sec.  3, 
23  Stat.  119,  as  amended,  sec.  5,  35  Stat. 
425,  as  amended  (5  UJ5.C.  301,  46  UJS.C. 
3.  104) ) 

There  is  statutory  authority  for  this 
exemption  after  a  finding  has  been  made 
that  such  reciprocity  exists.  Therefore, 
good  cause  exists  for  dispensing  with 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  as 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
the  amendment  to  become  effective  at 
the  earliest  date  possible  under  5  U.S.C. 
553. 

[seal]  Vernon  D.  Agree, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved;  July  24,  1975. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[PR  Doe.75-aQ216  PUed  8-l-75;8;4S  sm] 


Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  ill— SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

PART  40S— FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  FOR  THE  AGED  AND  DISABLED 
(1965 - ) 

NonaDowabie  Costs  Related  to  Certain  Cap¬ 
ital  Expenditurae;  Provider  Appeols  Con¬ 
cerning  Classifications  for.  Exceptions 
to.  and  Exemptiorw  From  Cost  Limits 

Chi  January  3.  1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
797)  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
with  proposed  amendments  to  Subpart  D 
of  Regulations  No.  5.  to  impl^ent  sec¬ 
tion  1122  of  the  Social  Security  Act — 
“Limitation  on  Federal  Participation  for 
Capital  Expenditures.”  The  proposed 
amendments  provided  that  reimburse¬ 
ment  would  be  withhHd  from  providers 
of  services,  for  depreciation.  Interest  on 
borrowed  funds,  a  return  on  equity  capi¬ 
tal  (in  the  case  at  proprietary  providers) . 
and  other  costs  related  to  certain  capi¬ 
tal  expenditures  that  the  Secretary  de¬ 
termines  have  not  been  submitted  to  the 
designated  idanning  agency,  as  required, 
or  have  been  determined  to  be  inecm- 
sistent  with  State  and  local  health  fa¬ 
cility  plans.  The  proposed  amendments 
also  included  the  appeals  right  of  pro¬ 
viders  and  persons  pursuant  to  section 
1122(f)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
interested  persons  were  ghrm  30  days 
within  whidi  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  or  suggestions  thereon.  CTomments 
and  suggestions  were  received  from  sev¬ 
eral  organizations  and  institutions.  Some 
of  these  parties  expressed  their  full  con¬ 
currence  with  the  proposed  regulations 
as  written,  and  others  offered  recom¬ 
mendations  which  are  summarized  below. 

It  was  suggested  that  the  regulations 
be  effective  beginning  with  the  date  they 
are  published  as  a  final  rule  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Others  recommended  that 
the  effective  date  of  the  regulations  be 
exiH-esaed  exactly  as  stated  in  the  en¬ 
acting  leglslatkm.  As  was  explained  in 
the  preamble  to  the  propos^  regula¬ 
tions,  section  1122  is  self -executing  and 
the  proposed  regulations  are  merely  ccm- 
forming  regulations  which  specify  an 
effective  date  consistent  with  that  con¬ 
tained  in  regulations  already  published 
as  a  final  rule  in  the  Federal  Re(ustkr, 
by  the  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (42  CFRPart  100).  Feu*  this  reason, 
neither  of  these  suggestions  has  been 
adopted. 

A  comment  was  made  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  should  Include  the  definitiasi  of 
capital  expenditures  contained  in  the 
PHS  regulations,  as  well  as  the  q?ecific 
methods  fay  which  State  agoaclcs  will 
evaluate  capital  expendHures  whkfa  are 
subject  to  section  1122  of  the  Act.  and 
a  requirement  that  State  agendes  com¬ 
plete  ttMtir  review  at  capital  expendi¬ 
tures  In  30  days.  We  belleva  the  croas- 
referenee  in  i  406.435  to  the  capital 
exxwndlture  definttkm  in  tfas  FHB  iegii>  j 
latlons  Is  sufficient  As  for  evahiatlon  j 
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methods  that  State  agencies  will  f(dlow 
and  the  period  within  which  State  agen¬ 
cies  should  review  expenditures,  both  re¬ 
late  to  the  sectloa  1122  responsiUlltles 
of  the  PHS  and.  therefore,  these  sugges¬ 
tions  were  forwarded  to  the  PHS. 

It  WM  also  suggested  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  specify,  and  identify,  which  capital 
expenditure  planning  costs  are  allowable 
costs  for  Medicare  reimbursement  pur¬ 
poses,  even  though  the  expenditure  may 
be  not  approved  or  was  not  undertaken. 
Both  of  these  concepts  are  expressed 
clearly  in  the  last  sentence  of  S  404.435 
(a),  in  the  proposed  regulations.  Another 
comment  was  that  the  regulations  should 
grant  providers  the  right  to  administra¬ 
tive  and  Judicial  review  of  their  inter¬ 
mediary’s  determination  with  respect  to 
nonallowable  costs  attributable  to  capi¬ 
tal  expenditures  which  are  subject  to, 
but  not  approved  under,  section  1122. 
The  proposed  regulations  (paragraph 
(d)  of  I  405.435)  provided  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  reimbursement  determi¬ 
nation  tmder  SI  405.1809-405.1883  and 
if  405.1885-405.1889  of  the  regulations 
already  in  force.  The  content  of  this 
paragraph  has  now  been  redesignated  as 
9  405.1890  and  incorporated  in  Subpart 
R  Instead  of  Subpart  D.  However.  Judi¬ 
cial  review  Is  specifically  prohibited  by 
sectloa  1122(f)  of  the  Act. 

In  addition,  one  comment  ipdlcated 
that  the  regulations  do  not  clearly  iden¬ 
tify  the  parties  which  may  be  involved 
in  provider  appeals  of  section  1122  deter¬ 
minations  (State  agencies.  Intermedi¬ 
aries.  Provider  Reimbursement  Review 
Board,  the  Secretary  of  Health.  Educa¬ 
tion.  and  Welfare,  Federal  courts).  The 
right  to  appeal  section  1122  determlna- 
tl(ms  and  the  parties  to  these  appeals  are 
explained  and  identified  by  cross-refer¬ 
ence  to  existing  Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration  regulations. 

Althotigh  not  included  in  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  on  section  1122, 
a  revision  of  paragraph  (e)  of  I  405.480  is 
being  published  in  final  with  these  regu¬ 
lations.  This  amendment  concerns  the 
liidits  of  a  provider  to  review  of  a  deter¬ 
mination  concerning  the  classification 
for,  exceptions  to,  or  exeBaptlons  from 
the  cost  limits  imposed  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  I  405.460  of  Regulations  No.  5, 
originally  published  at  39  FR  20164 
(June  6,  1974).  The  revision  is  only  a 
technical  one  which  effects  no  substan¬ 
tive  change  in  the  amieals  procedure. 
The  cross-reference  is  b^ng  corrected  to 
reflect  the  new  location  of  the  provisions 
referred  to  (Subpart  R  of  Regulations 
No.  5). 

With  the  changes  noted  above,  the 
proposed  amendments  are  adopted  and 
set  forth  below. 

(Sections  1103.  1133,  and  1871  of  the  Soctsl 
Security  Act;  40  Stst.  647.  ee  amended,  86 
Stat.  1366.  79  Stat.  331,  43  X7JB.C.  1303, 
13ao»-l,  and  13M»iIl.) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments 
shall  be  effective  with  reject  to  all 
cairital  expenditures,  the  obllgatioo  for 
which  is  Incurred  after  Deconber  31, 
1972,  or  after  the  effective  date  of  the 


agreement  between  the  State  and  the 
Secretary,  whichever  is  later. 

(Catalog  of  Faderal  Doaaasttc  AaWatanoa  Pro¬ 
gram  Mo.  13800,  Haalth  Insuraaoa  for  the 
Aged — Hospital  Insanmea.) 

It  la  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  Infiatlonary  Impacta  of  thla  proposed  rag- 
iilation  have  been  carefully  evaluated  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

.  Dated:  July  3, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cakdwkli.. 

Commisnoner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  July  29, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Wiinbkrgkr, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Regulation  No.  5  of  the  Social  Secu- 
rity  Administration,  as  amended  (20  CFR 
Part  405),  Is  further  amended  as  set 
forth  below. 

1.  Section  405.402  Is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  material  in  paragraph  (c)  pre¬ 
ceding  paragrai^i  (c)  (1)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


(3)  Effective  with  respect  to  any  cap¬ 
ital  expenditure,  the  obligation  few  which 
is  incurred  after  December  31.  1973,  or 
after  the  effective  date  of  an  agreement 
executed  between  a  State  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  pursuant  to  section  1123  of  the  Act, 
whichever  date  is  later  (and  subject  to 
the  exceptions  in  i  405.43S(c>>,  a  pro¬ 
vider’s  investment  in  i^ant,  iwoperty,  and 
equipment  related  to  patient  care,  and 
fluids  *  deposited  by  a  provider  which 
leases  plant,  propoty,  or  equipment  re¬ 
lated  to  patient  care  which  are  found  to 
be  expenditures  which  have  not  been 
submitted  to  the  designated  planning 
agency  as  required  or  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  Inconsistent  with  health 
facility  planning  requirements  (see  42 
CFR  100.101-100.110)  are  not  Included 
in  the  provider’s  equity  capital  for  com¬ 
puting  the  allowance  for  a  reasonable 
return  on  equity  capital. 

5.  A  new  9  405.435  Is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.435  Nonallowable  coats  related  to 
certain  capital  expenditures. 


§  405.402  Cost  reimbursement ;  general. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  As  formulated  herein,  the  prin¬ 
ciples  give  recognition  to  such  factors 
as  depreciation,  interest,  bad  debts,  edu¬ 
cational  costs,  comiTensatlon  of  owners, 
and  an  allowance  for  a  reasonable  re¬ 
turn  on  equity  capital  of  proprietary 
facilities.  However,  costs  such  as  depre¬ 
ciation,  interest  on  borrowed  funds,  a 
return  on  equity  capital  (in  the  case  of 
proprietary  providers),  and  other  costs 
related  to  certain  capital  expenditures 
are  subject  to  the  provisions  of  9  405.435, 
“Nonallowable  costs  related  to  certain 
capital  expenditures.’’  T^th  respect  to 
allowable  costs  some  items  of  inclusion 
and  exclusion  are: 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  405.415  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (k)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  405.415  Depreciation:  Allowance  for 
depreciation  based  on  asset  costs. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(k)  Limitation  on  Federal  participa¬ 
tion  for  capital  expenditures.  See 
9  405.435,  “Nonallowable  costs  related  to 
certain  capital  expenditures’’  for  situa¬ 
tions  where  allowance  for  depreciation 
is  not  an  allowable  cost 

3.  Section  405.419  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  405.419  Interest  expense. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Limitation  on  Federal  participation 
for  capital  expenditures.  See  9  405.435, 
“Nonallowable  costs  related  to  certain 
ciqDital  expenditures’’  for  situations 
where  interest  on  borrowed  funds  is  not 
an  allowable  cost. 

4.  Section  405.429  Is  ammded  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b> (3)  to  read  as  folhtws: 

8  405.429  Return  on  equity  capital  of 
proprietary  providers. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Application.  •  •  • 


(a)  Principle.  Effective  with  req)ect  to 
any  capital  expenditure,  as  defined  in 
42  CFR  Part  100,  the  obU^Uon  for  which 
is  incurred  after  December  31.  1972,  or 
after  the  effective  date  of  an  agreement 
executed  between  a  State  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  pursuant  to  section  1122  of  ttte  Act. 
whichever  date  is  later,  the  depredatian, 
interest  on  borrowed  funds,  return  on 
equity  capital  (in  the  case  of  proprietary 
providers) ,  and  any  other  costs  attribut¬ 
able  to  such  caiMtal  expenditure,  where 
the  Secretary  has  determined  ttiat  such 
proposed  capital  expenditure  has  not 
been  submitted  to  the  designated  plan¬ 
ning  agency  as  required,  or  that  it  has 
been  determined  by  such  agency  to  be 
inconsistent  with  the  standards,  ptans, 
or  criteria  developed  to  meet  the  need 
for  adequate  health  care  fadUtieB  (as 
defined  in  42  CFR  100.101-100.110)  are 
not  allowable.  Other  costs  rdated  to  such 
capital  expenditures  Include  title  fees; 
pmnit  smd  license  fees;  Inroker  commis¬ 
sions;  architect,  legal,  accounttaig,  and 
appraisal  fees;  Interest,  finance,  or  car¬ 
rying  charges  on  bonds,  or  notes;  and 
other  costs  Incurred  for  Iwrrowlng  funds. 
The  reasonable  costs  incurred  by  a  pro¬ 
vider  tor  studies,  surveys,  designs,  idans, 
woiiclng  drawlxkgs,  specifications,  and 
otho:  activities  essential  to  the  acquisi¬ 
tions,  improvement,  expansion,  or  re¬ 
placement  of  the  plant  and  equipment 
which  are  conducted  to  enable  the  pro¬ 
vider  to  properly  determine  whether  the 
proposed  capital  expoidlture  would  be  in 
comidiance  with  the  standards,  idans,  or 
criteria  devdoped  by  the  designated 
planning  agency  are  aDowalrie,  except  if 
the  provider  makes  the  capital  expendi¬ 
ture  and  does  not  receive  the  required 
approval. 

(b)  Applicability.  Under  the  principle 
^lecifled  in  paragraiMi  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  any  costs  related  to  capital  expend¬ 
itures,  the  obligation  for  vdiich  was 
incurred  by  or  on  behalf  of  a  provider 
subsequent  to  1972  (except  as  described 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section) ,  are  not 
allowable  where  the  Secretary  has  de- 
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termlned  that  the  capital  expenditures 
have  not  been  submitted  to  the  desig¬ 
nated  planning  agency  as  required  or 
that  they  have  been  determined  to  be 
Inccmsistent  with  the  standards,  plans, 
or  criteria  developed  by  the  designated 
planning  agency  or  other  health  plan¬ 
ning  agency  in  the  State  to  meet  the 
need  for  adequate  health  care  facilities 
in  the  area  covered  by  the  plan  or  plans 
so  developed  (see  42  Cm  100.101- 
100.110).  Costs  claimed  by  a  provider  in 
connection  with  capital  assets  which 
are  donated  or  transferred  to  a  provider 
are  also  subject  to  the  application  of  such 
principle.  Such  principle  also  applies  to 
the  reasonable  equivalent  of  that  portion 
of  any  rental  expense  incurred  pursuant 
to  a  lease  or  a  comimrable  arrangement 
(and  to  any  amounts  deposited  under 
the  terms  of  such  a  lease  or  comparable 
arrangement  in  ccxnputing  the  return  on 
eqviity  capital)  that  would  have  been 
excluded  had  the  provider  acquired  such 
a  facility  or  equipment  by  purchase.  The 
amounts  excluded  are  not  subject  to  re¬ 
imbursement  under  any  other  provisions 
of  Title  XVm  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Exceptions.  The  limitation  on  rec¬ 
ognition  of  costs  attributable  to  capital 
expenditures  discussed  in  this  section 
does  not  apply  to: 

(1)  A  provider  furnishing  health  care 
services  as  of  December  18,  1970,  which 
on  such  date  was  committed  to  a  formal 
plan  of  expansion  or  replacement,  with 
respect  to  such  expenditures  as  may  be 
made  or  such  obligations  as  may  be  in¬ 
curred  for  capital  items  included  in  such 
plan  where  preliminary  expenditiues  to¬ 
ward  the  plan  of  expansion  or  replace¬ 
ment  (including  payments  for  studies, 
surveys,  designs,  plans,  working  draw¬ 
ings,  specifications,  and  site  acquisition, 
essential  to  the  acquisition,  Improvement, 
expansion,  or  replacement  of  the  health 
care  facility  or  equipment  concerned) 
of  $100,000  or  more,  had  been  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  3-year  period  ending  Decem¬ 
ber  17.  1970,  or, 

(2)  Christian  Science  sanatoriums 
operated,  or  listed  and  certified,  by  the 
First  Church  of  Christ,  Scientist,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  or 

(3)  Csq>ital  expenditures  the  obliga¬ 
tions  for  which  were  Inciured  by  or  on 
behalf  of  a  provider  prior  to  1973,  or 

(4)  Capital  expenditures  the  exclusion 
of  which  the  Secretary  has  determined 
would: 

(i)  Discourage  the  operation  or  expan¬ 
sion  of  a  provider  which  has  demon¬ 
strated  its  capability  of  providing  .com¬ 
prehensive  health  care  services  effi¬ 
ciently,  effectively,  and  economically;  or 

(ii)  Otherwise  be  inconsistent  with  the 
effective  organization  and  delivery  of 
health  services  or  the  effective  admln- 
ishation  of  Title  V,  XVJil,  or  XiX  of  the 
Act. 

(d)  Appeals.  See  S  405.1890  for  appeal 
rights  a  provider  or  other  person  dis¬ 
satisfied  with  a  determination  under  sec¬ 
tion  1122  of  the  Act  (42  UB.C.  1820a-l) . 

6.  A  new  !  405.1890  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  405.1890  Appeals  from  a  determina¬ 
tion  under  sectitm  1122  of  the  Act. 

(a)  Right  to  an  appeal  Any  provider 
or  person  dissatisfied  with  a  determina¬ 
tion  under  section  1122  of  the  Act.  42 
UB.C.  1320a-l.  other  than  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  amounts  of  reimburs^ent  to  be 
excluded,  may  request  a  reconsideration 
of  such  determination  as  provided  for  In 
42  CFR  100.108(d).  In  addition,  any  pro¬ 
vider  or  person  may  appeal  a  determina¬ 
tion  disallowing  costs  attributable  to  a 
nonapproved  capital  expenditure  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  provisions  in 
this  Subpart  R,  subject  to  the  exceptions 
in  paragraphs  (b),  (c),  (d)  and  (e)  of 
this  section. 

(b)  Amount  in  issue  is  less  than 
$10,000.  A  determination  of  exclusion  un¬ 
der  section  1122  of  the  Act  of  an  amount 
of  less  than  $10,000  may  be  appealed  to 
an  intermediary’s  hearing  officer  or  panel 
of  hearing  officers,  using  the  mechanisms 
in  S§  405.1809-405.1833  and  S8  405.1885- 
405.1889,  as  applicable,  except  that: 

(1)  There  is  no  requirement  that  the 
amount  in  issue  disallowed  imder  section 
1122  of  ^e  Act  be  at  least  $1,000;  and 

(2)  The  period  within  which  the  pro¬ 
vider  may  request  review  shall  be  6 
months,  rather  than  the  period  described 
in  8  405.1811(a). 

(c)  Amount  in  issue  is  $10,000  or  more. 
A  determinati(m  of  exclusion  imder  sec¬ 
tion  1122  of  the  Act  of  an  amount  of 
$10,000  or  more  (or  with  respect  to  a 
particular  cost  report,  exclusion  of  an 
amoimt  of  less  than  $10,000,  provided 
that  the  total  amount  in  issue  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  cost  report  exceeds  $10,000) 
may  be  appealed  to  the  Provider  Reim¬ 
bursement  Review  Board,  using  the 
mechanism  in  88  405.1835  through  405.- 
1889,  except  that: 

(1)  The  period  within  which  the  pro¬ 
vider  may  request  review  shall  be  6 
months,  rather  than  the  period  described 
in  8  405.1841(a) ;  and 

(2)  Paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  8  405.1801 
and  8  405.1877  shall  not  apply  to  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  exclusion  under  section  1122 
of  the  Act. 

(d)  Other  administrative  review.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  of  this  section,  ^ere  is  no  adminis¬ 
trative  review  of  any  determination  of 
exclusion  of  costs  under  the  authority  of 
section  1122  of  the  Act. 

(e)  Judicial  reriew.  As  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  1122(f)  of  the  Act  and  paragraidi 
(c)  (2)  of  this  section,  there  is  no  judicial 
review  of  any  determination  made  under 
the  authority  of  section  1122. 

7.  Paragraph  (e)  of  8  405.460  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  405.460  Limitations  on  coverage  of 
costs. 

•  AAA# 

(e)  Provider  rights  to  review.  A  request 
by  a  provider  for  review  of  the  deter- 
minatkm  of  an  intermediary  concerning 
claastfication  for,  exceptions  to.  or  ex¬ 
emptions  from  the  cost  limits  Impesefi 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 


be  made  to  the  Intermediary  under  the 
provisions  of  Subpa]^  R  of  this  Part  405. 
•  •  •  (  • 
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Title  36 — Paries,  Forests,  and  Public 
Property 

CHAPTER  VI— AMERICAN  REVOLUTION 
BICENTENNIAL  ADMINISTRATION 

PART  606— THE  OFFICIAL  COMMEMORA¬ 
TIVE  UCENSING  PROGRAM 

Policy  and  Guidelines 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  describe  the  official  commemo¬ 
rative  licensing  program  for  the  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  Administration 
(ARBA)  and  to  prescribe  regulations  for  its 
implementation.  • 

Background.  The  Joint  Resolution 
(Pub.  L.  89-491,  as  amended)  establish¬ 
ing  the  American  Revolution  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Commission  (ARBC) ,  the  predeces¬ 
sor  organization  to  the  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  Administration 
(ARBA) ,  anticipated  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  be  funded  with  donations  and 
with  funds  “received  in  pursuance  of 
contracts  hereunder’’  (section  6(d)). 
Also,  authorizations  for  appropriations 
were  enacted. 

The  basic  legislation  wsis  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  91-528  to  grant  the  Commission 
exclusive  rights  to  any  logos,  sjrmbols  or 
marks  adopted  by  the  ARBC. 

Testimony  by  Hobart  D.  Lewis,  Vice 
C2iairman,  ARBC,  on  May  6, 1970,  before 
Subcommittee  No.  4  of  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  in  support  of 
H.R.  16408,  which  was  enacted  as  Pub. 
L.  91-528,  was  as  follows: 

Th«  piirpose  of  section  3  of  the  bUl  Is  to 
permit  the  Commission  the  exclusive  use  of 
distinctive  logos,  symbols,  or  marks,  which 
will  be  designed  as  the  hallmarks  of  the  offi¬ 
cial  Bicentennial  commemoration. 

It  Is  expected  that  these  designs  will  be¬ 
come  associated  In  the  minds  of  people 
World-Wide  with  the  American  Revolution 
Bicentennial.  Advertising,  Information  llt- 
eratiire,  travel  brochiu*es,  letterheads,  tickets, 
etc.,  associated  with  activities  sanctioned  by 
the  Commission  wiU  carry  such  design.  The 
Commission  wUl  be  able  to  license  use  of  such 
designs  imder  appropriate  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  In  connection  with  promotional  and 
identification  purposes  as  weU  as  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  souvenir  Items  such  as  pennants, 
lighters,  etc. 

Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
Report  No.  91-976,  dated  Jime  25,  1970, 
reporting  favorably  on  H.R.  16408,  states: 

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  permit 
the  Commission  the  exduslTe  use  of  distinc¬ 
tive  logos,  symbols,  or  marks,  whldi  will  be 
designed  as  the  hallmark  of  the  official  Bi¬ 
centennial  commemoration. 

It  Is  ejqiected  that  these  designs  will  be¬ 
come  associated  In  the  minds  of  petals  world¬ 
wide  with  the  American  Revolution  Bicen¬ 
tennial.  Advertising,  information  literature, 
travel  brochures,  letteiheads,  tickets  and  so 
forth,  associated  with  acttvlUes  sanctioned 
by  the  Oommlaslon  will  carry  such  design. 
The  Oommlarion  win  be  able  to  license  use 
of  such  designs  under  appropriate  terms  and 
oondltUms  In  connection  irith  promotional 
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and  souvenir  Items,  such  as  medals,  pen¬ 
nants,  lighters,  and  so  forth. 

A  similar  statement  is  included  in  Re¬ 
port  No.  91-976  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  on  the  companion  bill  In  the 
Senate  (S.  3630). 

Subsequent  amendments  to  the  basic 
ARBC  legislation  (Pub.  L.  92-236)  au¬ 
thorize  the  Commission  to  provide  for: 

.  .  .  the  preparation,  distribution,  dissemi¬ 
nation,  exhibition,  and  sale  of  historical, 
commemorative,  and  informational  materials 
and  objects  which  wUl  contribute  to  public 
Information,  awareness,  and  interest  In  the 
Bicentennial. 

ITiis  provision  constitutes  broad  au¬ 
thority  for  ARBC  to  engage  In  distribu¬ 
tion  and  sales  programs  related  to  the 
Bicentennial  commemoration,  Inchidlng 
the  Ucttising  of  the  logo  tor  appropriate 
use  on  souvenirs  and  other  items. 

Pub.  L.  92-538,  approved  October  23, 

1972,  amended  the  basic  ARBC  statute 
to  Include  authorization  for  a  program 
of  matching  grants  to  State  Bicentennial 
Commissions,  communities  and  non¬ 
profit  organizations  to  support  their  Bi¬ 
centennial  projects.  It  was  anticipated 
that  the  ARBC  funding  for  such  projects 
would  be  derived  from  revenues  from  the 
sale  of  commemorative  medals  and  from 
revenues  from  a  licensing  program. 

Hie  American  Revolution  Bicentoinlal 
Administration  (ARB A)  was  established 
by  Pub.  L.  93-179,  approved  December  11, 

1973,  as  the  successor  organization  to  the 
ARBC.  Such  legislation  specifically  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect  all  of  the  above  provi¬ 
sions  of  law  and  specificidly  directs  the 
Administrate  to  perform  certain  duties 
and  further  empowers  the  Board  to  es¬ 
tablish  basic  policy  guidelines  for  the 
Administrator.  With  respect  to  licensing. 
Pub.  L.  93-179.  section  4(b)  (4)  provides: 

(b)  In  addition  the  Administrator  shall — 

(4)  provide  for  the  preparation,  dlstrbu- 
tion,  dissemination,  exhibition,  and  sale  of 
commemorative  medals  and  other  historical, 
commemorative,  and  informational  materi¬ 
als  and  objects  which  wUl  contribute  to  pub¬ 
lic  Information,  awareness,  and  Interest  In 
the  bicentennial.  In  preparing  the  Adminis¬ 
tration's  plans  and  programs,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  shall  give  due  consideration  to  any  re¬ 
lated  plans  and  programs  develcped  by  State, 
local  and  private  groups,  and  he  may  desig¬ 
nate  special  cmnmlttees  with  representatives 
from  such  bodies  to  plan,  devlop,  and  co¬ 
ordinate  specific  activities. 

Historically,  Americans  In  all  walks  of 
life  tend  to  attach  a  real  significance  to 
official  commemorative  items  which  me¬ 
morialize  for  themselves  and  their  fami¬ 
lies  special  events,  holidays  and  national 
celebrations.  Frequently,  these  memor¬ 
abilia  become  family  treasures  to  be 
passed  from  generation  to  generation. 
Recognizing  this  tradition,  the  Congress 
included  in  Pub.  L.  93-179  the  above  au¬ 
thority  for  a  licensing  program. 

During  Congressional  hearings  of  the 
former  Commission,  as  well  as  hearings 
to  establish  the  new  ARBA,  the  Intent  of 
the  Congress  also  is  clear  that  the  ARBA 
should  develop  a  source  of  fimds  to  fur¬ 
ther  the  programs  and  activities  of 
States,  communities,  and  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations.  Consistent  with  the  legisla¬ 
tive  authorization  and  the  legislative  his¬ 


tory.  fi  portion  of  the  funds  derived  from 
a  commemorative  licensing  program  will 
be  distributed  In  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  9(a)  (2) : 

(a)  The  Administrator  U  authorized  to 
carry  out  a  program  of  grants-ln-ald  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  and  In  furthManoe  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act.  The  Administrator  may. 
subject  to  such  regulations  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed — 

(3)  make  grants  of  nonapproprlated  funds 
to  non-profit  entities.  Including  States,  ter- 
rltorlss,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  (or  subdivi¬ 
sions  thereof) .  to  assist  In  developing  or  sup¬ 
porting  bicentennial  programs  or  projects. 
Such  grants  may  be  up  to  50  per  cent\im  of 
the  total  cost  of  the  program  or  project  to 
be  assisted. 

Adoption  of  Regulations.  The  Ameri¬ 
can  Revolution  Bicentennial  Board  waz 
established  by  Pub.  L.  93-179  and  is  em¬ 
powered  by  section  10(h)  (3)  thereof  to 
“review,  approve,  disapprove,  or  ratify 
from  time  to  time,  all  basic  policy  and 
guidelines.  .  of  the  ARBA.  This  Part 
606  constitutes  ARBA  basic  policy  and 
guidelines  for  the  commemorative  licens¬ 
ing  program. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  93- 
179,  as  indicated  above,  the  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  Administration 
(ARBA)  Is  adding  Part  606,  The  Official 
Commemorative  Licensing  Program,  to 
36  CFR  Chapter  VI  as  set  forth  below. 

Although  these  regulations  are  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect,  written  comments  fnun 
interested  parties  will  be  considered  and 
where  appropriate  amendments  made  to 
these  regulations  as  the  American  Revo¬ 
lution  Bicentennial  Board  may  deter¬ 
mine.  All  comments  received  will  be 
avallaUe  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
ARBA.  2401  E  Street  NW.,  Ro<Mn  7240. 
Washington,  D.C.  20276. 

JOHN  W.  WARIfra. 

Administrator. 

July  28. 1975. 

Part  606  Is  added  as  set  forth  below: 
Sec. 

SOe.lOO  Officially  recognized  oommenuxa- 
tlvea. 

(KW.lOl  Non-exclualve  licensee. 

606.102  Place  of  manufacture  and  quality. 
606.108  Royalties  and  Uoenaea. 

606.104  Excluded  products. 

606.105  Initial  product  areas  and  categorlM. 

Autbobitt:  Pub.  L.  68-179. 

§  606.100  Officially  recognized  ocmu- 
memoratives. 

The  ARBA  will  not  officially  endorse 
products.  Rather,  It  will  authorize  the 
use  of  the  ofBclal  American  Revolution 
Bicentennial  symbol  as  described  In  Part 
605,  36  CFR  Chapter  VI  (40  FR  29539, 
July  14,  1975)  through  a  iieenj^  agree¬ 
ment  for  use  In  product  design  or  pack¬ 
aging  with  the  words  “Officially  Recog¬ 
nized  Commemorative  of  the  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  Administra¬ 
tion.” 

§  606.101  Non-exclusive  licenses. 

In  order  to  provide  equitable  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  participation.  It  generally  wlU 
be  ARBA  policy  to  Issue  non-«mlU8ive 
licenses.  However,  exclusive  licenses  may 
be  issued  In  ezc^itlcmal  Instances.  The 
product  must  be  determined  to  be  com¬ 


memorative  In  nature  and/or  educational 
as  It  relates  to  our  Nation’s  heritage,  the 
present  commemoration  ot  the  Bicen¬ 
tennial,  and  our  future. 

§  606.102  Place  of  manufacture  and 
quality. 

(a)  The  product  must  be  made  In  the 
United  States  of  America,  its  territories 
and  possessions  within  the  meaning  of 
Federal  Trade  Commission  “Made  in 
USA”  designation  guidelines.  Any  excep¬ 
tions  to  this  policy  must  be  approved  by 
the  ARBA. 

(b)  The  product  must  meet  high 
standards  of  quality  and  safety  and  meet 
aU  i4>plicable  Industry  standards,  laws 
and  regulations.  The  ARBA  will  have 
fine!  determlnatkm  of  design  and  prod¬ 
uct  promotion.  In  general,  products  must 
be  available  nationwide  and  subject  to  a 
pricing  structure  which  will  enable  a 
wide  range  of  income  levels  to  make  pur¬ 
chases. 

§  606.103  Royalties  and  licenses. 

(a)  A  non-refundable  advance  against 
future  royalties  will  normally  be  required 
from  the  licensee. 

(b)  The  product  license  win  expire 
April  30,  1977  with  no  residual  rights  to 
the  manufacturer.  Products  manufac¬ 
tured  on  or  before  April  SO.  1977  may  be 
sold  subsequent  to  such  date  subject  to 
payment  of  applicable  royalty  to  ARBA 
or  Its  successor  organization. 

(c)  The  ARBA  generally  wlU  not 
license  limited  editions  by  quantity  of 
product  but  may.,  where  appropriate, 
authorize  a  limited  term  of  availability 
similar  to  the  marketing  format  for  the 
ARBA  Commemorative  Medals,  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Ccmgress  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  Phnnt>u/«-vjiiTni«tiiTB(A;.  combi¬ 
nations  (PNC^). 

§  606.104  Excluded  products. 

As  impUed  under  Pub.  L.  93-179.  the 
ARBA  has  the  discretion  to  exclude'  pitxl- 
uct  areas  from  the  licensing  program.  For 
examine,  no  license  wlU  be  Issued  for 
consumables  such  as  alcoholic  beverages, 
tobacco,  fresh  or  processed  food  iwodocts, 
and  persmial  hjrgleoe  toiletries. 

§  606.105  Initial  product  areas  and  cate¬ 
gories. 

Licensed  items  may  initially  be  umitad 
to  the  following  few  product  areas  or 
items: 

—Flags  (sale  restricted  to  Bicentennial  Cam- 
munltlee  and  Organlzatlona) 

—Calendars 
— Craft  Items 
— ^Needlepoint  Kits 
— Jewelry 

— Decals  (pressure  sensitive  markings) 

— ^Furniture 

— Embroidered  Cloth  Patch 
— China  and  Crystal 
— SUverware  and  Pewter 
— Wearing  Appand.  limited  to  a  few  items 
like  scarves,  neckties,  belts,  ete. 

— Miq>s  and  National  Ouklebooka 
— ^Bookoovers  and  Bookmarks 
— ^Toys 

— Oamee  and  Pumles 
— lilcenae  Plates 
— Greeting  Cards 

—Desk  Sets  and  Paper  Weights  . 

— Buttons 
— Coin  Displays 
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— stamp  Displays 
— School  Rings  and  Yearbooks 
— ^Playing  Cards 
— ^Liberty  Bell  Reproductions 
— Educational  or  Commemorative  Premium 
Campaigns  where  the  end  result  is  the 
free  or  low-cost  dissemination  of  Bicen¬ 
tennial  information  or  keepsake  mate¬ 
rials  to  the  general  public. 

[FR  Doc.75-20ie8  Piled  11-1-7S:8:4S  am] 

Title  40— Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ^VIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 
[FEIL  409-B:  PP  5E1565/R39] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

2-[[4-chloro-6-(ethylamino)-s-tiiazin-2- 

yl]amino]-2-methylpropionttrile 

On  June  18,  1975,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  25688),  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  to  in¬ 
crease  the  established  tolerance  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  herbicide  2-[  [-chloro-6-(eth- 
ylamino)  -  s  -  triazin  -  2  -  yllaminol  >  2  - 
methylpropionitrile  in  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodities  com  fodder 
and  forage  from  0.05  to  0.2  part  per  mil¬ 
lion.  This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
was  published  in  response  to  a  petition 
(PP  5E1565)  sutenitted  to  the  EPA  by 
Dr.  C.  C.  Compton,  Coordinator,  Inter¬ 
regional  Reseanch  Project  No.  4  State 
Agricidtural  Experimmt  Station,  Rut¬ 
gers  university.  New  Brunswick  NJ  08903 
on  behalf  of  the  IR-4  Technical  Commit¬ 
tee  and  the  Wltchweed  Laboratory, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine 
Programs.  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Whlteville  NC  24872. 

No  comments  or  requests  for  referral 
to  an  advisory  committee  were  received 
by  the  EPA  with  respect  to  this  pro¬ 
posal.  It  is  concluded,  therefore,  that  the 
pr(H;x)6ed  amendment  to  the  regulation 
should  be  adopted  without  change. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  file  written  objections  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.  East 
Tower,  Room  1019,  Washington  DC 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  quintuplicate  and  should  specify 
both  the  provisions  of  the  regiilation 
deemed  to  be  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  l^es  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  August  4,  1975,  Part  180, 
Subpart  C,  §  180.307  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below. 

(Section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  C.S.C.  346a(e) ) ) 

Dated:  July  29, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 


Part  180,  Subpart  C,  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  S  180.307  to  Include  a  tolerance  of 
0.2  pert  per  millicm  in  or  on  com  fod¬ 
der  and  forage,  thereby  increasing  the 
current  tolerance  for  com  fodder  and 
forage  from  0.05  to  0.2  part  per  million. 
This  section  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows. 

§180.307  2-[  [4-Chloro-6-(ethylainino)- 
s-triazin-2-yl]  amino] -2-methyIpropi- 
onitrile ;  tol^ances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
of  the  herlbicde  2-[[4-chloro-6-ethyl- 
amino)-  s  -triazin-2-yl]amino]-2-meth- 
ylpropionltrile  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities  as  follows : 

0.2  part  per  million  in  or  on  com 
fodder  and  forage. 

0.05  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  or  on  fresh  com  including  sweet 
com  (kernels  plus  cob  with  husk  re¬ 
moved)  ,  com  grain,  and  sorghum  fodder, 
forage,  and  grain. 

(FR  Doc.76-20117  FUed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


[FRIi  410-1;  PP4F1621/R401 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Propargite 

On  August  13,  1974,  notice  was  given 
(39  FR  29049)  that  Uniroyal  Chemical 
Company,  Division  of  Uniroyal  Inc.,  Ami¬ 
ty  Rd..  Bethany  CTI  06525,  had  filed  a 
pesticide  petition  (PP4F1521)  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EIPA).  This  petition  proposed  that  40 
CFR  180.259  be  amended  to  increase  the 
established  tolerance  for  residues  of  the 
insecticide  propargite  (2-(p-tert-butyl- 
phenoxy) -cyclohexyl  2-propynyl  sulfite) 
in  or  on  com  fodder  and  forage  from  2 
parts  per  million  (ppm)  to  10  ppm. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated,  and  it  was  concluded  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  tolerance  for  corn  fodder  and  forage 
at  2  ppm  should  be  revoked  and  a  toler¬ 
ance  for  field  com  fodder  and  forage  at 
10  ppm  be  established.  Existing  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues  of  propargite  in  meat, 
milk,  poultry,  and  eggs  are  adequate  to 
cover  these  higher  residues  on  com  fod¬ 
der  and  forage.  The  increased  tolerance 
will  protect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  file  written  objections  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW,  East 
Tower,  Room  1019,  Washington  DC  20460. 
Such  objections  should  be  submitted 
in  quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  r^Tilation  deemed  objection¬ 
able  and  the  grounds  for  the  objections. 
If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the  objections 
must  state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legt^  suffi¬ 
cient  to  Justify  the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  August  4,  1975,  Part  180, 
Subpart  C,  S  180.259,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below. 

(Section  408(d)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Pood,  Dnig, 
and  Coemetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d)(l))) 


Dated:  July  29,  1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

Section  180.259  is  amended  by  1)  revis¬ 
ing  the  paragraidi  “10  parts  per  million 
...”  to  include  field  com  fodder  and  for¬ 
age,  and  2)  deleting  the  paragraph  “2 
parts  per  million  in  or  on  com  fodder 
and  forage”  as  follows: 

§  180.259  Propargite;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

•  •  •  «  8 

10  parts  per  million  in  or  on  cranber¬ 
ries,  field  com  fodder  and  forage,  and 
grapes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(FR  Doc.76-20118  FUed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts,  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  9— ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
(ERDA-PR  TempcBtUY  Regulation  No.  11] 
PART  9-7— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

PART  8-15— CONTRACT  COST 
PRINCIPLES  AND  PROCEDURES 

ERDA  Cost  Principles 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-19655,  appearing  at  page 
31766,  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday.  July  29. 
1975,  the  effective  date  in  the  effective 
date  paragraph  should  read  “July  29, 
1976”.  _ _ 


Title  47 — ^Telecommunications 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 

RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Certificated  Equipment  for  Identification 
Requirements 

July  24,  1975. 

Section  2.1045  of  the  recently  adopted 
procedural  rules  for  equipment  author¬ 
ization  requires  that  on  and  after  Sep¬ 
tember  1. 1975,  each  piece  of  certificate 
equipment  carry  a  label  containing  sp>e- 
cific  information.  , 

This  Notice  is  intended  to  clarify  these 
requirements  and  answer  the  many  in¬ 
quiries  that  have  been  received  asking 
what  will  satisfy  these  requirements. 

The  wieciflc  Identification  require¬ 
ments  for  each  certificated  equipment 
are  set  out  in  the  rules  governing  its 
operation.  Where  the  rules  require  iden¬ 
tification  as  set  out  in  Subpart  J  of  Part  2 
(The  Procedural  Rules) ,  the  device  must 
be  identified  by  a  trade  name  and  model 
number.  After  September  1, 1975,  8  2.1045 
requires  that  the  trade  name  and  model 
number  appear  on  a  single  label  attached 
to  the  receiver. 

The  stricter  requirements  apply  to 
equipment  for  which  an  application  for 
certification  was  filed  on  and  after  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1975.  The  label  on  equipment 
that  was  certificated  before  September  1, 
1975,  need  not  be  changed  from  that 
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shown  In  the  aiH>Ucation  tor  certification. 

After  September  1,  1975.  the  trade 
name  mist  appear  on  the  label.  If  a  name 
appears  elsewhere  on  the  equipment,  it 
must  be  identical  to  that  on  the  label. 
One  exception  is  permitted.  If  a  part  of 
the  manufacturer’s  or  vendor’s  name  is 
iised  as  the  trade  name,  the  full  name 
may  be  used  on  the  label  and  the  partial 
name  may  be  iised  elsewhere  on  the 
equipment.  For  example:  Radio  Devices 
Electric  Co.  on  the  label;  RD  on  the  front 
of  the  receiver. 

In  addition  to  the  trade  name,  if  de¬ 
sired,  the  manufacturer’s  or  vendor’s 
name  may  also  appear  on  the  label  pro¬ 
vided  it  is  preced^  by  a  term  such  as 
“Sold  by”,  “Distributed  by”,  “Manufac¬ 
tured  by”  etc.  In  no  case  may  the  equip¬ 
ment  be  marked  so. that  it  appears  to 
have  more  than  one  trade  name. 

Pet  Names.  Special  Names  and  Marks 
for  Sales  Purposes.  ’The  Commission  has 
been  made  aware  that  manufacturers  or 
vendors,  in  addition  to  a  trade  name, 
marked  pet  names  or  other  marics  and 
names  on  their  equipment  for  maiiceting 
purposes.  One  method  of  meeting  the 
new  requirements  would  be  to  Join  the 
pet  name  with  what  was  once  the  trade 
name  forming  a  new  identifier  which 
would  be  the  trade  name.  For  example: 
Former  trade  name  “ROSE”;  special 
mark  “XR-100”;  New  trade  name  “ROSE 
XR-lOO”. 

For  consiuner  equipment  the  label 
must  carry  the  words  "MODEL  NO.”  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  Identifier  specified  in  the 
application  for  certification  as  being  the 
model  number.  A  different  model  number 
or  an  identifier  which  appears  to  be  a 
model  number  (i.e.  any  nmnber  on  the 
frmit  or  any  number  preceded  by  the 
word  “model”),  may  not  be  carried  on 
the  equipment.  Other  numbers  on  the 
label  or  on  the  receiver  must  be  clearly 
separate  and  distinct  from  the  model 
number.  The  words  “MODETi  NO.”  may 
be  preceded  by  the  term  “PCC  DATA”  to 
facilitate  recognition  of  the  identifying 
number  used  by  the  FCC.  However,  use 
of  this  term  does  not  permit  contradic¬ 
tory  or  confusing  labeling  elsewhere. 

For  communications  equipment  the 
label  must  carry  the  wor^  “FCC  RE¬ 
CEIVER  DATA”  foUowed  by  the  identi¬ 
fier  specified  in  the  appllcatlcm  for  cer¬ 
tification  as  being  the  model  number. 
The  word  RECEIVER  may  be  abbre¬ 
viated  as  RCVR  or  RX.  With  regard  to 
other  numbers  carried  on  the  receiver  or 
on  the  label,  the  same  requirements 
apply  as  those  discussed  above  for  con¬ 
sumer  equipment. 

’The.,  new  rules  will  be  strictly  en¬ 
forced.  Questions  concerning  specific 
identification  schemes  should  be  directed 
to: 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Office  of  Chief  Knglneer 

Laboratory  Division 

P.O.  Box  40 

Laurel,  Maryland  30610 

Telephone:  (301)  953  9850 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-30313  Filed  6-1-78:8:46  am] 


[FCC  75-870] 

PART  91— INDUSTRIAL  RADIO  SERVICES 

1.  The  Interdepartment  Radio  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  (IRAC)  has  requested 
that  the  frequency  40.68  MHz  be  deleted 
from  Part  91  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

2.  The  frequency  40.68  MHz  is  available 
in  the  Power,  Petroleum.  Forestry  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Special  Industrial,  and  Business 
Radio  Services  for  transmitting  hydro- 
logical  and  meteorological  data.  How¬ 
ever  use  of  the  frequency  is  limited  to 
stations  located  in  the  States  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  and  West  Virginia  and  then  only 
on  a  secondary  basis  to  Government  op¬ 
erations.  The  frequency  has  been  avsdl- 
able  to  licensees  in  these  services  since 
1958;  nevertheless,  there  is  no  one  cur¬ 
rently  using  the  channel.  Anyone  need¬ 
ing  to  transmit  hydrological  data  uses 
the  more  reliable  VHP  and  UHF  frequen¬ 
cies  available  for  that  purpose. 

3.  We  have  carefully  reviewed  this  re¬ 
quest  and,  in  view  of  the  limited  possible 
use  of  the  channel  and  the  fact  that 
there  appears  to  be  no  apparent  need  for 
the  frequency,  we  feel  that  the  public 
Interest  will  be  served  by  granting  the 
request.  ’The  associated  limitation,  the 
one  limiting  the  frequency  to  the  States 
of  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia,  is 
also  deleted. 

4.  Because  there  are  no  existing  non- 
Govemment  operations  on  this  fre¬ 
quency  which  could  be  affected  by  the 
above-mentioned  rule  amendments,  the 
prior  notice,  public  comments,  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  procedures  of  5  U.S.C.  533 
are  unnecessary. 

5.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  Sec¬ 
tions  4(1)  and  303  (r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  that,  ef¬ 
fective  August  18.  1975  Sections  91.254, 
91.304,  91.354,  91.504  and  91.554  of  the 
C(Hnmission’s  Rules  are  AMENDED  as 
shown  below.  IT  IS  PDR’THER  OR¬ 
DERED  That  this  proceeding  is  termi¬ 
nated. 

(Secs.  4.  303, 48  SUt..  as  amended.  1068, 1083; 
47  UjS.C.  154,  508) 

Ad(H>ted;  July  22, 1975. 

Released;  August  1.  1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

(  seal  1  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  91  of  Chapter  I  of  TlUe  47  at  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  In  i  91.254(a)  table  40.68  MHz  is 
deleted,  and  par.  (b)  limitation  (5)  Is 
deleted  and  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 
§  91.254  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  •  •  • 


FrwnHoov  or 
band  (nMsaoorta) 

Ctaw  of  itatkw 

limlUtlooa 

•  • 

• 

•  • 

17  Ji . 

47.70.^ . 

•  • 

• 

B  • 

2.  Id  I  91.304(a)  taUe  40.68  MHz  is 
deleted,  and  par.  (b)  llmltatlcm  (3)  de¬ 
leted  and  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.304  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  •  •  • 

FTMoaocy  or  ClsM  U  station  Limitations 

band  (meKaherts) 

•  •  •  •  • 

n.88 . . Baas  or  mobile . . 

48.M . do . 


3.  m  i  91.354(a)  table  40.68  MHs  is 
deleted,  and  par  (b)  UmltaUmi  (S)  is 
deleted  and  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 


§  91.354  Frequencies  available. 


(a)  •  •  • 

FrMiiGney  or 
band  (mecaborU) 

Clan  of  staUon 

Limitations 

•  • 

X!M . 

G  • 

G 

48AS . 

. do . 

11 

•  • 

•  • 

G 

4.  In  f  91.504(a)  table  40.68  MHz  is 
deleted,  and  par  (b)  limitation  (5)  is 
deleted  and  reserved  to  read  as  fcdlows: 


§  91.504 

Frequencies  available. 

(a)  • 

0  0 

FreqtMacy 

or  iMDd 
(mecaharU) 

CfaUBOf 

statlOQ(«) 

0«n«ral 

refarenoa 

Limi¬ 

tations 

G 

G  G 

G 

G 

3SS6 . 

4».02 . . 

Base  or  mobUe.. 

Permanent  use. 

u 

e 

G  G 

G 

G 

5.  m  §  91.554(a)  table  40.68  MHs  is 
deleted,  and  par.  (b)  limitation  (5)  is 
deleted  and  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 


§  91.554  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  •  •  • 


rrequency 
or  band 
(mefaberts) 

Claaiof 

■tatloa(« 

General 

lefcroooa 

Limi¬ 

tations 

G 

G  G 

G 

IK.QR  .  _  -- 

42.96 . 

_ do . 

Permanent  use.. 

10.  11 

G 

G  G 

G 

G 

(FB  Doc.75-30205  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am) 

Title  4 — Accounts 

CHAPTER  III— COST  ACCOUNTING 
STANDARDS  BOARD 

PART  3S1— BASIC  REQUIREMENTS 

PART  403-^ALL0CATI0N  OF  HOME 
OFFICE  EXPENSES  TO  SEGMENTS 

Filing  Requirements  and  Contract  Awards 

The  purpose  at  this  publicatitm  by  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  is  to 
modify  Part  351,  Basic  Requiremoits,  oi. 
its  rules  and  regulations  and  Part  403, 
Allocation  of  Heune  OfDce  Expenses  to 
Segments.  A  pre^oeOd  modificattoii  to 
Part  351  was  published  in  the  ftDBSAL 
Register  of  April  3,  1975  (40  FR  14942) . 
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Twemty-aeven  sets  of  comments  were 
received  In  response  to  that  publicatlcm. 
After  considering  those  commmts,  the 
most  significant  of  which  are  discussed 
below,  the  Board  is  today  publishing  an 
amendment  to  its  rules  relative  to  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  the  submission  of  Dis¬ 
closure  Statements  by  defense  con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors. 

1.  Fiscal  Year  Coverage.  The  Board’s 
April  3  proposal  provided  that  any  com¬ 
pany  which,  together  with  its  subsid¬ 
iaries,  received  more  than  $10  million 
in  prime  cmitracts  subject  to  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  in  Government  fiscal 
years  1974  or  1975  would  be  required  to 
file  Disclosure  Statements.  Board  regula¬ 
tions  now  require  the  filing  of  Disclosure 
Statements  (m  the  basis  of  prime  C(m- 
tracts  awarded  in  fiscal  years  1971,  1972 
or  1973.  There  were  no  objections  voiced 
by  commentators  to  the  inclusion  of 
fiscal  years  1974  and  1975  in  the  filing 
requirement.  Accordingly,  the  amend¬ 
ments  being  published  today  require  that 
companies  who  exceeded  the  threshold 
amounts  in  either  of  those  fiscal  years 
will  be  required  to  file  Disclostire  State¬ 
ments. 

2.  Effective  Date.  The  Board’s  proposal 
established  July  1,  1975,  as  the  effective 
date  for  the  requirement  to  include 
awards  msMie  in  fiscal  years  1974  and 

1975.  Most  commoitators  pointed  out 
that  in  view  of  the  short  time  permitted 
between  submission  of  comments  on  the 
proposal  and  the  July  1  date,  any  com¬ 
pany  which  met  the  new  requirement 
would  not  have  sufficient  time  to  file  a 
satisfactOTy  Disclosure  Statement  to  per¬ 
mit  receipt  of  a  covered  contract.  The 
Board  agrees,  and  accordingly,  the 
amendments  being  published  today 
establish  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 

1976.  for  the  new  requirement.  Thus,  any 
company  which,  together  with  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  received  more  than  $10  million 
in  prime  contract  awards  subject  to  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  in  Government 
fiscal  years  1974  or  1975  must  submit  a 
Disclosiue  Statement  in  order  to  receive 
a  covered  national  defense  contract  after 
January  1,  1976. 

The  April  3  proposal  also  provided  for 
including  subcontract  awards  in  the 
computation  to  determine  if  a  company 
meets  the  requirement  for  the  filing  of 
Disclosure  Statements,  beginning  with 
Federal  fiscal  year  1976.  The  pn^sal 
stated  that  companies  which  met  the 
threshold  in  fiscal  year  1976  would  be 
required  to  file  Disclosure  Statements  as 
of  July  1,  1976.  In  view  of  the  need  for 
a  company  to  detenxiine  whether  or  not 
it  met  the  filing  requirement  and  then 
have  sufficient  time  in  which  to  prepare 
a  satisfactory  Disclosure  Statement,  the 
effective  date  for  filing  a  Disclosure 
Statement  on  the  basis  of  fiscal  year 
1976  data  has  been  changed  to  March  31, 

1977.  For  fiscal  years  subsequent  to  1976, 
companies  will  be  required  to  file  Dis¬ 
closure  Statements  as  a  condition  of  re¬ 
ceiving  a  contract  by  March  31  following 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the 
thieshold  is  met.  This  should  permit  con¬ 
tractors  to  mftke  their  tiiglbfllty  deter¬ 
mination  in  sufficient  time  to  allow 


preparation  of  acceptable  Disclosure 
Statements. 

3.  Inclusion  of  Subcontracts.  The 
Board’s  proposal  required  that  beginning 
with  Federal  fiscal  year  1976  (July  1, 
1975-June  30,  1976)  companies  would  be 
required  to  Include,  In  addition  to  prime 
contract  aarards,  the  value  of  subcontract 
awards  received  subject  to  Oost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  In  their  computation  to 
determine  if  they  must  file  Disclosure 
Statements.  Beginning  with  that  fiscal 
year  and  for  all  subsequent  fiscal  years, 
the  Board’s  iwopxxsal  stated  that  any 
company  which,  together  with  its  std)- 
sidiaries,  received  more  than- $10  million 
In  prime  contract  awards  and  subcon¬ 
tract  awards  subject  to  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  would  be  required  to  file  Dis¬ 
closure  Statements.  * 

Some  commentators  questioned  how 
the  value  of  awards  was  to  be  considered 
in  determining  if  a  company  met  the 
thrediold.  The  $10  million  figure  is  to 
include  both  prime  contract  awards  and 
subcontract  awards  and  may.  In  fact,  be 
met  by  ccunpanies  receiving  only  sub¬ 
contracts  subject  to  Standards.  There 
was  no  intention  that  companies  must 
have  received  one  or  more  prime  c<m- 
tracts  in  ordo*  to  be  required  to  file  a 
Dlscloeure  Statement  The  determina¬ 
tion  of  whether  or  not  a  company  has  $10 
million  in  awards  subject  to  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  must  include  both 
prime  contracts  and  subcontracts. 

A  number  of  commentators  objected 
to  the  Inclusicm  of  subcontract  awards  in 
a  requirement  for  filing  IHsclosure  State¬ 
ments.  They  argued  that  in  many  cases 
they  do  not  have  sufficient  Information 
to  determine  whether  a  subcontract  is 
subject  to  Standards.  Some  commenta¬ 
tors  stated  that  in  many  cases  prime 
contractors  pass  through  to  subcontrac¬ 
tors  all  Standard  Government  contract 
clauses  whether  or  not  they  are  required 
to  be  included  in  the  subcontract.  They 
allege  that,  in  some  cases,  when  the 
IHlme  contractors  are  contacted  to  de¬ 
termine  specifically  whether  or  not  a  sub¬ 
contract  which  contains  the  Cost  Ac- 
coimting  Standards  Clause  is,  in  fact, 
subject  to  Standards,  the  prime  contrac¬ 
tor  states  that  it  is  not.  Because  of  this, 
the  c(Hnmentators  claim  tiiey  would  be 
required  to  establish  an  elaborate  infor¬ 
mation-gathering  system  to  assure  that 
they  properly  Identify  every  subcontract 
subject  to  Standards. 

’The  argument  about  the  adequacy  of 
informatimi  concerning  coverage  of  sub¬ 
contracts  has  been  made  to  the  Board 
on  a  number  of  occsisions.  In  October 
1973.  when  the  Board  published  an  ear- 
lio*  revision  to  the  Disclosure  Statement 
filing  requirement,  it  advised  contractors 
that  they  may  be  reqxiired  to  determine 
the  dollar  value  of  defense  sxibcontract 
awards  subject  to  CAS,  and  encouraged 
them  to  begin  to  identify  and  accumulate 
the  value  'of  subrontraet  awards 
sQxirately.  Many  contractors  are  in  fact 
effectively  identifying  subcontracts  sub¬ 
ject  to  Standards.  These  facts  persuade 
the  Board  that  Identification  of  covered 
subcontracts  is  feasible,  although  the 
Board  recognizes  that  some  firms  may 


have  to  clarify  their  information  ex¬ 
change  procedures  with  the  prime  con¬ 
tractors  with  whom  they  do  business. 

The  Board  believes  that  the  inclusion 
of  the  amoimt  of  subcontract  awards  in 
the  Disclosure  Statement  filing  require - 
m«it  is  appropriate  because  subcon¬ 
tracts,  unless  specifically  exempt,  are 
legally  subject  to  the  Board’s  Standards, 
rules  and  regulations.  Accordingly,  the 
amendments  being  published  today  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  inclusion  of  subcontract 
awards  subject  to  Standards  in  the  de¬ 
termination  made  by  a  company  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  must  file  a  Disclosure 
Statement.  This  requii^n^t  is  effective 
with  Government  fiscal  year  1976  and 
applies  to  all  subsequent  fiscal  years. 

4.  Change  in  Fiscal  Year  Period.  Sev¬ 
eral  commttitators  noted  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  is  chan^dng  the  dates 
of  its  fiscal  year  following  Federal  fiscal 
year  1976.  ’The  new  fiscal  year  period  will 
be  from  October  1  through  the  following 
S^tember  30.  ’The  period  July  1,  1976, 
thru  September  SO,  1976,  will  be  known 
as  Federal  fiscal  period  197T.  These  com¬ 
mentators  asked  whether  or  not  con¬ 
tracts  awarded  in  that  period  should  be 
Included  in  some  way  with  a  ncwmal 
fiscal  year’s  contract  awards.  The  Board 
feels  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  upset 
the  regular  twelve-month  fiscal  irear 
computation  period  and  accordbigly  has 
conduded  that  contracts  awarded  in 
that  three-month  period  need  not  be 
included  by  compexiies  in  determining 
the  value  ot  contract  awards  received 
in  fiscal  year  1976  or  any  subsequent 
fiscal  year. 

5.  Previously  Announced  FUing  Re- 
guirements.  The  Board’s  pnHX)sal  in¬ 
cluded  a  requirement  that  any  company 
which  has  submitted  or  was  requir^  to 
submit  a  Disclosure  Statement  to  the 
Government  under  the  previously  an¬ 
nounced  filing  requirements  by  virtue  of 
having  received  a  covered  contract  shall 
remain  subject  to  those  requirements  so 
long  as  it  has  any  contract  subject  to 
Cost  Accounting  Standards.  The  pr(g>osal 
also  required  that  Disclosure  Statements 
from  those  companies  on  file  with  the 
Government  must  be  maintained  in  cur¬ 
rent  form  by  those  companies.  There 
were  virtually  no  comments  received  on 
this  requirement  The  amendments  being 
published  today  ccmtain  that  require¬ 
ment  as  set  out  in  the  April  3  proposal. 

6.  AppUcabOity  of  CAS  403.  A  number 
of  commentators  noted  that  the  April  3 
proposal  deleted  paragraiA  351.41  of  the 
Board’s  regulations.  ’This  paragrai4i  re¬ 
stated  the  requirement  that  only  com¬ 
panies  that  met  the  Disclosure  Statement 
filing  requirement  for  Federal  fiscal  year 
1971  were  required  to  comply  with  CAS 
403,  Allocation  of  Home  Office  Expenses 
to  Segments.  These  cmnm^tators  asked 
that  the  Board’s  posiUoii  be  clarified  as 
to  whether  or  not  any  current  revision 
to  the  Disclosure  Statement  requirement 
also  changed  the  coverage  of  CAS  403.  It 
was  not  the  Board’s  intention  to  broaden 
the  coverage  ot  CAS  403  at  this  time. 
The  possibility  of  extending  the  coverage 
(ff  that  Standard  Is  the  subject  of  a  ae¬ 
rate  stiidy  currently  imderway.  ’To  make 
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the  Board’s  intention  wholly  clear,  sec¬ 
tion  403.70  (rf  CAS  403  is  bei^  revised  to 
state  explicitly  rather  than  by  cross  ref¬ 
erence  the  continuing  coverage  of  that 
Standard.  This  revision  has  no  substan¬ 
tive  significance  whatever,  but  Instead 
merely  sets  out  specifically  what  was  and 
continues  to  be  the  exemptlcm  fnxn  that 
Standard,  which  was  bef<H*e  today  ac¬ 
complish^  by  reference  to  section  351.40 
of  the  Board’s  Basic  Requirements.  Con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors  which  to¬ 
gether  with  their  subsidiaries  did  not  re¬ 
ceive  net  awards  of  negotiated  national 
defense  prime  contracts  during  Federal 
fiscal  year  1971  totaling  more  than  $30 
mllll<m  continue  to  be  exempt  frtxn 
Sttmdard  403. 

7.  Amendments  to  Disclosure  State¬ 
ments.  ’The  Board’s  April  3  proposal  also 
included  revised  proc^ures  for  handling 
changes  to  the  Disclosure  Stat«nent. 
Contractors  would  be  required  to  submit 
only  the  Disclosure  Statement  pages  on 
which  changes  have  been  made.  All  com¬ 
mentators  supported  these  revised  proce¬ 
dures,  and  they  are  being  published  today 
as  part  of  the  Board’s  regulations. 

'The  Board’s  April  3  proposal  also  in¬ 
cluded  a  provision  enabling  procurement 
agencies  to  issue  regulations  prescribing 
criteria  imder  which  a  contractor  may 
be  required  to  submit  a  complete,  updated 
EMsclosure  Statement.  A  number  of  com¬ 
mentators  expressed  concern  over  this 
provision.  They  felt  that  procuring  agen¬ 
cies  perhaps  would  issue  regulations  that 
were  not  ccmsistent  with  the  Board’s  in¬ 
tention  and  for  this  reason  they  urged 
that  the  Board  prescribe  criteria  under 
which  procurement  agencies  could  make 
such  a  request. 

The  Board  appreciates  the  concern  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  commentators.  It  would 
appear,  however,  that  agencies  would 
have  a  need  for  a  complete,  updated  Dis¬ 
closure  Statement  only  where  the  num¬ 
ber  of  amended  pages  submitted  is  so 
great  that  review  of  a  Disclosure  State¬ 
ment  would  obviously  be  an  excessively 
cumbersome  process.  The  Board  urges 
agencies  to  consider  these  views  when 
adopting  their  criteria  for  submittal  of 
a  complete,  updated  Disclosure  State¬ 
ment.  The  Board  has  concluded  that  it 
should  not  itself  set  criteria  for  this 
particular  requirement. 

8.  Computation  of  Dollar  Amount  of 
Contract  Awards.  A  number  of  commen¬ 
tators  asked  that  the  Board  clarify  its 
Intent  as  to  which  contracts  should  be 
included  in  the  computation  of  the  dollar 
amounts.  The  Board  feels  that  covered 
contracts  awarded  in  any  fiscal  year  in 
which  the  computation  is  being  made 
should  be  included.  This  would  mean  that 
for  all  of  fiscal  year  1974,  negotiated  de¬ 
fense  prime  contracts  in  excess  of  $100,- 
000  would  be  Included  by  a  company  in 
determining  if  it  met  the  requirement  to 
file  a  Disclosure  Statement. 

For  the  first  six  months  of  fiscal  year 
1975  all  covered  contracts  in  excess  of 
$100,000  would  be  included  in  the  figure 
for  that  fiscal  year.  For  the  balance  of 
fiscal  year  1975  only  those  awards  which 
are  subject  to  Standards  would  be  in¬ 
cluded.  This  means  that  if  a  company 


was  not  performing  under  a  covered  con¬ 
tract  exceeding  $500,000  at  January  1, 
1975,  and  did  not  receive  an  award  ex¬ 
ceeding  that  amount  in  the  last  six 
months  of  the  fiscal  year,  then  only  the 
covered  contracts  received  in  the  first 
six  months  would  be  Included.  Only  those 
companies  which  received  an  award  of 
^00,000  or  more  in  the  last  six  months 
of  the  year  would  add  up  their  covered 
contracts,  including  those  subsequently 
awarded  in  amounts  of  $100,000  or  more, 
to  arrive  at  the  total  amount  awarded  in 
that  period,  to  be  added  to  the  total  for 
the  first  six  months. 

Beginning  with  Federal  fiscal  year  1976 
only  companies  i^ch  receive  at  least  one 
award  exceeding  $500,000  either  as  a 


10.  Modification.  The  modifications 
being  adopted  today  are  limited  to  those 
areas  in  which  the  Board  considers  clari¬ 
fication  or  changes  warranted  at  the 
present  time.  FrcKn  time  to  time  the 
Board  may  annoimce  further  changes  in 
the  criteria  for  applicability  of  the  dis- 
closmre  requirement. 

’The  following  modifications  to  Part  351 
of  the  Board’s  regulations  are  being 
made,  effective  August  1,  1975,  in  view 
of  the  foregoing. 

1.  In  S  351.40  delete  paragraph  (a)  and 
add  new  paragraphs  (e)  and  (f )  and  de¬ 
lete  9  351.41  as  follows: 

§  351.40  Filing  requirement. 

(a)  [Removed] 

•  •  •  #  • 

(e)  Any  company  which,  together  with 
its  subsidiaries,  received  net  awards  of 
negotiated  national  defense  prime  con¬ 
tracts  subject  to  Cost  Accounting  Stand- 
suds  totaling  more  than  $10  million  in 
Federal  fiscal  yesur  1974  or  1975,  must 
submit  a  completed  Disclosure  State¬ 
ment. 

(f )  Any  company  which,  together  with 
its  subsidiaries,  received  net  awards  of 
negotiated  nati9nal  defense  prime  con- 
trsusts  and  subcontracts  subject  to  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  totaling  more 
than  $10  million  in  Federsd  fiscsd  year 
1976,  or  which  receives  such  awards  in 
any  subsequent  Federal  fiscal  jeax,  must 
submit  a  completed  Disclosure  Statement 
by  March  31  of  the  year  following  the 
pWeral  fiscal  year  in  which  the  threshold 
was  met. 

§  351.41  [Removed] 

2.  Section  351.50  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragrai^  (a)  and  (c)  and  adding 
paragraph  (d>  as  follows: 

§  351.50  Contract  awards. 

(a)  Effective  January  1,  1976,  no 
relevant  Federal  agency  shall  award  any 
national  defense  contract  subject  to  this 
regulation  to  any  contractor  reqviired  to 
submit  a  Disclosure  Statement  under 


prime  contract  or  subcontract  subject 
to  Standards  will  be  required  to  include 
the  value  of  awards  received  to  deter¬ 
mine  if  they  must  file  a  IXsclosure  State¬ 
ment.  In  essence,  it  is  the  Board’s  inten¬ 
tion  that  contracts  subject  to  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  shall  be  included  in 
the  computation  to  determine  if  the  flUng 
requlren^t  has  been  met  by  a  company 
for  fisdU  year  1974  and  all  subsequoit 
fiscal  years. 

9.  Summary  of  Disclosure  Statement 
Filing  Requirements.  ’The  Board  has 
amended  the  requirement  for  filing  Dis¬ 
closure  Statements  a  number  of  times. 
As  a  convenience  to  those  affected  by 
CAS,  there  follows  a  tabulation  showing 
these  requironents. 


i  351.40,  unless  such  submission  has  been 
made  or  post  award  submisslcm  has  been 
authorized  pursuant  to  9  331.60. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Any  company  which  has  submitted 
a  Disclosure  Statement  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  under  previously  effective  filing  re¬ 
quirements  shall  ronain  subject  to  this 
section  so  long  as  it  has  any  contract 
subject  to  Cost  Accounting  Standards. 

(d)  Any  cmnpany  which  was  obligated 
to  submit  a  Dlscloeure  Statraient  to  the 
Government  under  previously  effective 
filing  requirements  by  virtue  of  having 
received  a  covered  contract  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  section  so  long  as  it  has  any 
contract  subject  to  Cost  Accounting 
Standards. 

3.  Section  351.120  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  pcuragraph  (d)  and  adding  paragraph 

(e)  as  follows: 

§  351.120  Amendment  to  Disclosure 
Statement. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Amendment  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  same  offices,  including  the  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standsirds  Board,  to  which  sub¬ 
mission  would  have  to  be  made  were  an 
original  Disclosure  Statement  being  filed. 
Revised  responses  for  Items  1.4.0  through 
1.7.0,  8.1.0  or  8.2.0  must  be  submitted  at 
the  beginning  of  the  contractor’s  fiscal 
year  only  if  the  response  to  an  item  in  the 
Disclosure  Statement  on  file  requires  a 
change.  If  the  contractor’s  sales  were 
such  that  it  would  check  the  same  boxes 
in  the  Disclosure  Statement,  resubmis¬ 
sion  of  responses  concerning  these  partic¬ 
ular  items  is  not  required. 

(e)  For  each  revision  of  the  Disclosure 
Statement  (addition,  change  or  deletion) , 
only  the  pages  containing  such  revision 
shall  be  resubmitted.  Each  resubmission 
shall  include  a  new  cover  sheet  and  a 
signed  certification.  In  the  first  line  ol 
Iton  0.4  of  the  cover  sheet,  companies 
shall  enter  the  date  of  the  revision.  On 
the  next  line  of  It«n  0.4  the  date  of  the 
last  cover  sheet  that  was  submitted  shall 
be  entered.  The  numbers  of  the  pages 


Fiscal  period 

Oovemment  contracts  to  be  Included  in  oompataUon 

Amount 

(million) 

SflectlTO  date 

Flsoal  yMtr  IWl . 

Net  negotiated  prime  defense  contracts . 

$80 

OeL  1,1972. 

Fiscal  yew  1S73,  197S.. 

Defense  prime  contracts  at  the  type  enbleot  to  CAS _ 

Defense  prime  contracts  snbl^  to  CA8 . 

Defense  prime  contracts  and  soboontracts  subject  to 
GAS. 

10 

Jan.  1, 1974. 

Flsoal  year  1S74, 197S. . 

10 

Jan.  1, 1978. 

Fiscal  year  1978 . 

10 

Mar.  U,  1977; 

Following  years . 

Defense  prime  contracts  and  subomitracts  subject  to 
CAS. 

10 

Mar.  n  following  fiscal 
year. 
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being  revised  sabmltted  with  the 
cover  sheet  be  entered  Immediately 
above  the  oertUlcatkm.  The  upper  right 
cmner  each  revised  page  being  sub¬ 
mitted  be  marked  “Revised"  and 
dated  with  the  date  shown  in  the  first 
line  of  Item  0.4.  Ocxnpcmles  shall  enter  in 
the  right  manBin  of  each  page,  an  as¬ 
terisk  (*)  alongside  each  line  containing 
a  revision.  For  c(mtinuati<m  sheets,  aster¬ 
isks  may  be  used  in  the  rieht  margin  to 
identify  revised  materlaL  Agmides  may 
mescribe  criteria  imder  which  submls- 
Ktf«n  of  a  complete,  updated  Disclosiue 
Statement  will  be  required.  ' 

4.  Section  403.70  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  403.70  Exemptions. 

Any  contractor  or  subcontractor  which 
together  with  its  subsidiaries  did  not  re¬ 
ceive  net  awards  of  negotiated  national 
defense  prime  contracts  during  Federal 
fiscal  year  1971  (July  1.  1070,  through 
June  30,  1971)  totaling  more  than  $30 
million  is  escempt  from  this  Standard. 
(•SStat.  794,  SW.  103  (60  UB.C.  App.  3144)  ) 
ASTHXm  SCHOENHAUT. 

Executive  Secretary^ 
ire  X>oc.76-30332  FBed  8-1-78:8:46  am] 


Title  21— Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — F(X>D  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Docket  No.  7SN-0001] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  PRACTICES  AND 
PROCEDURES 

Stay  of  Regulations 

The  Commisslaner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Is  staying  until  further  notice  the  regu¬ 
lations  on  administrative  practices  and 
procedures  piiblished  in  the  Fedieal 
Register  of  May  27, 1975  (40  FR  22950). 

On  July  23.  1975,  the  American 
CcdDege  of  Neurop^chopharmacology 
brought  suit  in  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
seeking  to  invalidate  the  regulations  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  issued  without 
notice  of  pitHxised  rule  making.  At  a 
hearing  before  the  Honorable  John  H. 
Pratt,  united  States  District  Judge,  on 
July  24.  1975,  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad- 
ministraticm  agreed,  pursuant  to  request 
of  the  Court,  to  delay  the  effectiveness 


of  the  regulations  pending  a  decision  on 
the  plaintiff’s  motion  for  a  preliminary 
injunction.  In  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  28,  1975  (40 
FR  31605) ,  the  Commissioner  stayed  the 
effectiveness  of  the  regulations  until 
August  4, 1975. 

On  July  31.  1975,  the  Court  issued 
Findings  of  Fact  and  CXincluslons  of 
Law,  and  a  Final'  Order  and  Judgment 
permanently  e«jnintng  issuance  of  the 
regulations  until  after  compliance  with 
the  conditions  set  forth  therein.  The 
CcnnmiBsioner  will  issue,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  in  the  near 
future,  the  terms  of  the  foregoing 
documents. 

Therefore,  the  Commissioner  is  hereby 
staying  the  effectiveness  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  imtil  further  notice. 

Dated:  July  31. 1975. 

Sak  D.  Fink, 
Associate  Commissioner 
tor  Comptiance. 

[re  Doe.76-80889  Filed  8-1-76:9:68  am] 
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.prbposedrutes 

This  sscUoii  sf  ths  FEDERAL  RESISTER  contains  nsticss  to  ths  public  of  tbs  proposod  isswanca  of  rulas  and  raRutstlons.  Ths  purpose  sf 
thsss  noticos  Is  to  givo  kitsfsstsd  poisons  an  opportunity  to  partidpoto  in  ths  rulomaWng  prior  to  tho  adoption  of  tha  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[ISCFRPaitlO] 

INSTRUMENTS  OF  INTERNATIONAL 
TRAFFIC 

Use  of  United  States  Containers  Admitted 

as  Instruments  of  international  Traflic 

In  Local  United  States  Traffic 

Notice  la  hereby  given  that  under  the 
authority  of  R.S.  251.  as  amended  (19 
UJB.C.  66).  section  14.  67  Stat.  516.  as 
amended  (19  UB.C.  1322),  77A  Stat  14 
(19  UJS.C.  1202  (Oeneral  Headnote  11. 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States)  >, 
and  aection  624.  46  Stat  759  (19  UJ9.C. 
1624) ,  it  Is  proposed  to  amend  paragraph 
(d)  of  §  10.41a  of  the  Customs  Regula- 
tlCHis  (19  CFR  10.41a(d) )  to  provide  that 
containers  ot  United  States  origin  which 
have  not  been  increased  in  value  or  im> 
proved  in  condition  by  any  process  of 
manufacture  or  other  means  while 
abroad  and  which  are  released  upon  ar¬ 
rival  in  the  United  States  as  instruments 
of  international  traffic  are  not  subject  to 
entry  and  the  payment  of  duty  if  they 
are  thereafter  withdrawn  from  use  in  in- 
tematicmal  traflic  for  use  in  local  traffic 
within  the  United  States. 

Under  1 10.41a(d) ,  if  an  instrument  of 
international  traffic  of  United  States  or 
foreign  origin  is  diverted  to  point-to- 
point  local  traffic  in  the  United  States  or 
is  otherwise  withdrawn  in  the  United 
States  from  use  as  an  instrument  of  in¬ 
ternational  traffic,  it  becomes  subject  to 
entry  and  the  paymort  applicable 
duty.  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
provisions  of  §  10.41a(d)  are  unduly  re¬ 
strictive  insofar  as  they  subject  United 
States  containers  released  as  instru¬ 
ments  of  international  traflic  to  the  same 
limitations  on  use  in  United  States  local 
traffic  that  apply  to  feureign  cmitainers 
so  released.  The  proposed  amendments 
to  S  10.41a  will  necessarily  require  an 
amendment  of  the  Bond  for  the  Control 
of  Certain  Instruments  of  International 
Ttaffic,  Customs  Form  7587,  to  provide 
that  containers  of  United  States  origin 
are  not  subject  to  entry  and  the  payment 
of  duty  if  they  sure  withdrawn  from  use 
in  international' traffic  after  release  un¬ 
der  S  1041a. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
paragraph  (d)  of  i  10.41a  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  10.41a(d) )  to  read 
as  follows: 

8  10.41a  Lift  vans,  cargo  vans,  sliipping 
tanks,  skids,  pallcto,  and  similar  fas- 
stmments  of  international  traffic;  re- 

s  s  •  •  • 


(d)  If  an  instrument  of  foreign  origin, 
or  of  United  States  origin  which  has 
been  Increased  in  value  or  Improved  in 
condition  by  a  process  of  manufacture  or 
other  means  while  abroad,  is  released 
under  this  section  and  is  subsequently  di¬ 
verted  to  point-to-point  local  traffic  with¬ 
in  the  United  Stat^,  or  is  otherwise  with¬ 
drawn  in  the  United  States  from  its  use 
as  an  instrument  of  international  traf¬ 
fic,  it  becomes  subject  to  entry  and  the 
payment  of  any  applicable  duties.  An  in¬ 
strument  of  United  Stat^  origin  which 
has  not  been  increased  in  value  or  im¬ 
proved  in  condition  by  a  process  of  man¬ 
ufacture  or  other  means  while  abroad 
and  which  is  released  under  this  section 
shall  not  be  subject  to  entry  or  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  duty  if  it  is  so  diverted  or  other¬ 
wise  withdrawn. 

•  •  •  *  • 

Date,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  proposal  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
Attention:  Regulations  Division,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20229.  To  insure  considera¬ 
tion  of  such  eommunicatl(MQs,  they  must 
be  received  not  later  than  September  3, 
1975, 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  aoccHTdance  with  S  103.8(b)  of 
the  (histoms  Regulations  (19  CFR  103.8 
(b) ) ,  at  the  Regulations  Division,  Head¬ 
quarters,  United  States  Customs  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours. 

[SEALl  O.  R.  DICKESSON, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  July  24,  1975. 

Davu)  R.  Macdonald. 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

IFB  Doc.T5-a0215  Piled  8-l-75;8:«  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

AgricuHural  Marketing  Service 
[TCFRPart  1099] 

(Docket  No.  AO-183-A32] 

MILK  IN  THE  PADUCAH,  KENTUCKY, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  AgrMment '  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Paducah,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  mailceting  area.  The  hearing  was 


*  Piled  M  pert  of  the  original  document. 


held,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) . 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  (T 
CTR  Part  900),  at  Paducah.  Kentucky, 
on  April  3, 1975,  pursuant  to  notice  there¬ 
of  issued  (m  March  21,  1975  (40  FR 
13220). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Admhiistrator,  on 
Jime  13,  1975,  filed  with  the  Heartng 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  his  recommended  decision  con¬ 
taining  notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file 
aTitten  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein,  subject  to  the  following 
modifications; 

1.  Under  “1.  Point  of  pricing  diverted 
milk.”,  a  paragraph  is  added  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  seventh  paragraph, 
and  the  last  paragraph  is  changed. 

2.  Under  "2.  Modification  of  “takeout- 
pay  back”  plan.”,  a  paragraph  is  added 
immediately  following  the'  13th  para¬ 
graph,  the  14th  paragraph  is  changed, 
and  four  paragraphs  are  added  following 
the  last  paragraph. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 

1.  Point  of  pricing  diverted  milk. 

2.  Modification  of  “takeout-pay  back” 
plan. 

3.  Need  for  «nergency  action. 

Findovcs  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  baaed  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof: 

1.  Point  of  pricing  diverted  milk.  The 
order  should  be  amended  to  price  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  diverted  from  a  pool  plant  at 
the  location  of  the  nonpool  plant  to  which 
it  is  delivered.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
order  milk  may  be  diverted  Mily  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  and  diverted  milk  is  priced  at 
the  location  of  the  pool  plant  freun  which 
diverted. 

The  major  cooperative  in  the  market 
proposed  that  diverted  milk  be  priced  at 
the  location  of  the  plant  where  it  is  actu- 
ually  received,  as  adopted  in  this  decision. 
The  cooperative  contoided  the  present 
provision  provides  a  means  of  exploiting 
the  Paducah  order  pool  by  the  attach¬ 
ment  of  milk  to  the  market  that  is  not 
in  fact  associated  with  it  and  that  is 
generally  delivered  to  distant  plants  in 
the  area  where  such  milk  is  produced. 
Such  milk  woold  receive  a  blend  price 
reflecting  its  value  f  .o.b.  Paducah. 
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In  actual  practice,  milk  from  certain 
dairy  farmers  in  southwestern  Minne¬ 
sota,  which  is  delivered  to  a  pool  plant 
in  the  marketing  area  during  part  of  the 
month,  is  diverted  as  producer  milk  to  a 
southwestern  Minnesota  plant  during 
the  remainder  of  the  month.  The  pro¬ 
ponent  cooperatiive  held  that  it  is  inap¬ 
propriate  to  apply  the  f.o.b.  marketing 
area  price  to  milk  moved  directly  from 
the  Minnesota  farms  on  which  produced 
to  the  nearby  southwestern  Minnesota 
plant. 

(The  Paducah  order  location  adjust¬ 
ment,  which  is  applicable  to  producer 
milk  at  pool  plants  more  than  40  miles 
from  the  nearest  County  Courthouse  in 
the  marketing  area,  reduces  the  Class  I 
and  uniform  prices  at  such  plants  by  7.5 
cents  plus  1.5  cents  for  each  additional 
10  miles  beyond  50  miles.) 

At  the  hearing  a  second  cooperative 
proposed  that  milk  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants  within  100  miles  of  the  nearest 
Coimty  Courthouse  in  the  marketing 
area  be  priced  at  the  plant  from  which 
diverted.  However,  milk  diverted  to 
plants  beycmd  100  miles  would  be  priced 
at  the  plant  of  physical  receipt.  The  pro- 
ponmt  cooperative  held  that  manufac¬ 
turing  plants  located  within  the  100 
miles  distance  can  reasonably  accommo¬ 
date  the  necessary  reserve  associated 
with  the  Paducah  maiicet. 

The  present  pricing  of  diverted  milk 
was  adopted  ¥dien  the  order  was  initially 
promulgated  and  the  market’s  milk  sup¬ 
ply  was  totally  from  local  producers.  No 
significant  pricing  difference  would  have 
resulted  if  diverted  milk  at  that  time  had 
been  priced  at  the  location  of  the  plant 
of  irfiysical  receipt.  However,  bemuse 
some  producer  milk  now  may  originate  at 
great  distance  from  the  market,  the 
point  of  pricing  of  diverted  milk  can 
have  significant  impact  with  respect  to 
the  distribution  of  returns  to  producers. 

When  producer  milk  is  received  at  a 
nonpool  plant  as  diverted  milk,  its  loca¬ 
tion  value  is  the  same  as  milk  delivered 
by  producers  to  a  pool  plant  at  the  same 
location.  Pricing  milk  at  the  location  of 
the  pool  plant  from  which  diverted  tends 
to  subsidize,  at  the  expense  of  producers 
generally,  the  more  distant  producers 
whose  milk  is  diverted  to  distant  manu¬ 
facturing  plants  rather  than  delivered  to 
the  market.  This  is  because  the  distant 
producers  receive  the  f.o.b.  market  uni¬ 
form  price  on  milk  that  is  not  moved  to 
the  market  and  on  which  the  full  cost  of 
farm  to  market  hauling  has  not  been 
incurred. 

A  cooperative  excepted  to  the  recom¬ 
mended  dec'.sion’s  pricing  diverted  milk 
at  the  plant  to  which  diverted.  The  co¬ 
operative  proposed  at  the  hearing  that 
if  the  point  of  pricing  diverted  milk  were 
changed,  such  change  should  not  apply 
to  milk  diverted  to  plsmts  within  100 
miles  of  the  nearest  county  courthouse 
in  the  marketing  area.  Since  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  did  not  so  provide,  an 
exception  was  takai  to  its  doiial. 

*  TTie  order’s  location  adjustments  rec¬ 
ognize  ttie  greater  value  of  producer  milk 
f.o.b.  plants  in  the  mai^etlng  area  as 
cmnpared  to  its  value  at  other  locations. 


In  view  of  this.  It  would  be  Inconsistent 
to  continue  to  price  milk  at  the  location 
of  the  pool  plant  from  which  diverted 
when  actually  delivered  to  a  nonpool 
plant  where  a  different  price  based  on  the 
location  adjustment  would  be  applicable 
to  a  pocd  plant  at  the  same  location.  ITils 
is  applicsible  wheth^  the  plant  to  which 
milk  is  diverted  is  less  than  100  miles,  or 
at  a  distant  location,  from  a  desigmated 
basing  point. 

2.  Modification  of  "takeout-pay  back” 
plan.  The  order’s  takeout-pay  back  plan 
(commonly  referred  to  as  the  Louisville 
plan)  should  not  be  changed. 

A  Louisville  plan  has  been  effective  in 
the  Paducah  order  continuously  since 
May  1, 1966.  The  plan  js  intended  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  Incentive  for  an  even  milk  supply 
throughout  the  year. 

The  Louisville  plan  in  the  Paducah 
order  provides  for  retaining  in  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  an  amount  repre¬ 
senting  50  cents  per  hundredweight  on 
the  value  of  producer  milk  delivered  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  April  through  July. 
One-fourth  of  the  money  thus  withheld 
is  distributed  to  producers  on  their  de¬ 
liveries  during  each  of  the  following 
months  of  October  through  January.  The 
SO -cent  per  hundredweight  reduction  in 
the  April-July  uniform  prices  is  reflected 
in  the  higher  uniform  prices  in  the  pay 
back  months. 

A  proposal  to  modify  the  Louisville 
plan  wsis  made  by  a  cooperative  repre¬ 
senting  a  substantial  majority  of  the 
producers  on  the  market.  As  proposed,  if 
any  milk  of  a  producer  was  pooled  under 
another  order  in  the  takeout  months,  he 
would  not  share  in  the  pay  back  for  his 
October-January  deliveries  unless  at 
least  20  days  of  his  production  had  been 
phsrsically  received  at  a  Paducah  order 
pool  plant  in  each  of  the  preceding  take¬ 
out  months.  Thus  a  producer  without  the 
required  deliveries  in  the  takeout  months 
would  receive  during  the  pay  back 
months  a  price  equal  to  the  uniform  price 
less  the  pay  back  rate  for  such  month. 

Proponent  contended  that  its  proposal 
would  close  a  loophole  whereby  dairy 
farmers  who  are  not  regular  suppliers  of 
the  market  unwarrantedly  share  in  the 
pay  back  monies.  Milk  of  dairy  farmers 
that  is  delivered  to  a  pool  plant  of  an¬ 
other  order  and  transferred  to  a  Padu¬ 
cah  order  pool  plant,  is  not.  of  course, 
subject  to  the  takeout  under  the  Padu¬ 
cah  order.  These  dairy  farmers,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  cooperative,  by  delivering 
milk  from  their  farms  directly  to  a 
Paducah  order  pool  plant  in  the  pay 
back  months,  could  share  in  the  pay 
back  monies  without  having  participated 
in  the  Louisville  plan  in  the  takeout 
months. 

Testimony  by  a  cooperative  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  proposal  to  modify  the  Louis¬ 
ville  plan  contended  that  any  such  mod¬ 
ification  would  not  be  consistent  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  which  author¬ 
izes  Louisville  plans. 

Further,  the  cooperative  presented  at 
the  hearing  a  formal  motion  for  denial 
and  dismissal  of  the  proposal.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  referred  this  mo¬ 
tion  to  the  Secretary  for  consideration 


at  the  time  he  considered  the  record  and 
disposition  thereof.  Since  the  proposal  is 
denied  herein,  no  purpose  would  be 
served  by  taking  further  action  on  the 
motion. 

At  the  hearing,  the  co<H’erative  op¬ 
posing  the  proposed  modification  re¬ 
quested  that  the  LoulsviUe  plan  be  sus¬ 
pended  from  the  Paducah  order.  In  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  the  cooperative  re¬ 
ferred  to  its  February  27,  1975,  telegram 
to  the  Department  requesting  suspension 
of  the  Louisville  plans  in  the  P^ucah, 
Southern  Illinois,  St.  Louis-Ozarks,  and 
Louisville-Lexington-Evansville  orders. 
The  Department’s  March  24  response 
denied  the  requested  suspensions  on  the 
basis  that  there  was  no  general  support 
for  that  action  among  producers  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  The  letter  also 
indicated  that  most  producers  supplying 
the  Paducah  market  favor  continuation 
of  the  Louisville  plan. 

The  record  evidence  showed  no 
changed  conditions  since  the  March  24 
letter  to  support  a  different  conclusion. 

In  addition  to  opposing  modification 
of  the  Louisville  plan  and  requesting  its 
removal  from  the  Paducah  order,  the 
cooperative  proposed  at  the  hearing  that 
such  plan  be  replaced  with  a  base-excess 
plan. 

The  hearing  notice  contained  no  pro¬ 
posal  to  remove  the  Louisville  plan  from 
the  order  or  to  replace  it  with  a  base- 
excess  plan.  It  would  be  inappropriate 
to  consider  the  adoption  of  a  base-excess 
plan  to  replace  the  Louisville  plan  with¬ 
out  giving  proper  notice  to  all  interested 
parties.  Accordingly,  no  action  is  taken 
on  the  basis  of  the  record  on  the  proposal 
^  to  adopt  a  base-excess  plan. 

The  cooperative  further  requested  that 
if  it  was  determined  that  the  notice  of 
hearing  does  not  permit  c(mslderation  of 
adopting  a  base-excess  plan,  the  hearing 
be  reopened  imder  appropriate  notice  to 
consider  a  base-excess  plan. 

No  usefiU  purpose  would  be  served  by 
delaying  this  procedime  by  reopening  of 
the  hearing  to  consider  a  base-excess 
plan.  The  request  to  reopen  the  hearing 
record  to  permit  consideration  of  a  base- 
excess  plan  is  therefore  denied. 

The  same  cooperative  excepted  to  the 
recommended  decision’s  denial  of  its  pro¬ 
posal  to  eliminate  the  Louisville  plan  and 
replace  it  with  a  base-excess  plan.  It  also 
excepted  to  the  denial  of  its  request  to 
reopen  the  hearing  for  further  consider¬ 
ation  of  that  proposal. 

A  proposal  to  eliminate  the  Louisville 
plan  and  adopt  a  base-excess  plan  in  the 
Paducah  order  may  be  submitted  imder 
the  usual  procedure  for  submitting  hear¬ 
ing  proposals.  If  such  a  proixtsal  is  sub¬ 
mitted.  it  will  be  given  appropriate 
consideraticm. 

A  Louisville  plan  does  not  affect  han¬ 
dlers’  costs  or  change  the  aggregate 
amount  of  money  they  pay  for  producer 
milk  for  the  year.  The  plan  does  alter 
producer  returns  during  both  the  take¬ 
out  and  pay  back  months.  In  this  regard 
It  has  the  Identical  Impact  that  would 
result  from  seasonal  i»lcing  and  is  in¬ 
tended  to  serve  the  Identical  purpose. 
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Hie  money  retained  In  a  producer- 
settlement  fund  In  the  takeout  months 
imder  the  Louisville  plan  Is  not  an  obli¬ 
gation  to  any  produce  on  the  basis  of  his 
deliveries  to  the  market  in  these  months. 
The  money  thus  accumulated  in  the  luti- 
ducer-settlement  fund  Is  for  the  purpose 
of  encouraging  the  delivery  of  milk  to 
the  market  in  the  pay  back  months  of 
seasonally  low  production  by  increasing 
returns  to  ];H:oducers  for  their  deliveries 
in  these  months. 

Under  a  marketwide  pool  order.  six:h 
as  Paducah,  the  Act  requires  that  all 
producers  be  paid  the  same-  uniform 
prices  for  their  ddiverles  subject  only 
to  certain  specified  adjustments.  The  co¬ 
operative’s  proposal  to  modify  the  Louis¬ 
ville  plan  would  reduce  the  uniform 
prices  payable  to  producers  in  the  pay 
back  months  by  the  applicable  pay  back 
rate.  That  is.  if  any  milk  of  a  producer 
was  pooled  imder  another  order  in  the 
takeout  months,  he  would  not  share  in 
the  pay  back  for  his  October-January 
deliveries  unless  at  least  20  days  of  his 
jHoduction  in  each  of  the  4  preceding 
takeout  mon^  had  been  delivered  to  a 
Paducah  order  pool  plant. 

It  cannot  be  concluded  that  the  intent 
of  the  Act  would  be  effectuated  by  paying 
a  iMTOducer  less  than  the  order’s  uniform 
price  in  the  pay  back  months  on  the  basis 
of  the  marketing  of  his  production  in  the 
preceding  takeout  months  as  de8crft>ed 
above.  To  adopt  the  cooperative’s  pro¬ 
posal  in  this  reflard  would  be  inconsistent 
with  the  purpose  for  including  a  Louis¬ 
ville  jdan  in  the  order. 

Prop<»ent  cooperative’s  exceptions 
argue  that  the  presNit  Louisville  plan 
provides  an  incentive  to  shift  milk  be¬ 
tween  orders  to  tsdre  advantage  of  the 
“pay  back’*.  ’The  cooperative  contended 
that  a  dairy  fanner  whose  milk  was 
pooled  under  another  mrder  in  the  take¬ 
out  months  should  be  precluded  from 
sharing  in  the  Louisville  plan  dlstrftu- 
tion  in  the  following  pay  bade  months. 

As  an  alternative  to  its  proposal  to 
modify  the  Louisville  plan,  the  coopera¬ 
tive  proposed  to  exclude  from  the  **pro- 
duc^  definition  a  dairy  fanner  who  de¬ 
livered  any  milk  to  a  pool  plant  in  Octo¬ 
ber  through  January  if  his  milk  was 
pooled  in  an  order  without  a  “takeout- 
pay  back**  idan  in  the  preceding  April 
through  July. 

As  a  basis  for  its  exception,  the  coop¬ 
erative  cited  the  Chicago  Regional  order 
provision  which  provides  that  a  dairy 
fanner  who  was  a  producer  in  the  “pay 
back’’  months  under  an  order  with  a 
Louisville  plan  would  not  be  a  producer 
with  respect  to  his  production  received  at 
a  Chicago  order  pool  plant  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  January  through  July. 

*1110  Chicago  order  provision  precludes 
the  pooling  of  milk  in  the  flush  produc¬ 
tion  months  if  during  the  preceding  short 
production  season  the  dairy  farmer  who 
produced  it  was  a  producer  imder  an  or¬ 
der  with  a  Louisville  plan.  This  is  differ¬ 
ent  from  the  cooperative’s  proposal 
which,  under  certain  conditions,  would 
preclude  a  dairy  fanner  from  pooling  un¬ 
der  the  Paducah  order  during  the  short- 
production  season.  This  is  when  supplies 


are  generally  lowest  rdative  to  the  fluid 
needs  of  the  market.  Thus,  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  alternate  proposal  would  be  Incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  need  for  encouraging  the 
delivery  of  adequate  milk  supplies  during 
the  months  when  production  is  normally 
low.  The  proposal  therefore  should  not 
be  adopted. 

3.  Need  for  emergency  action.  The  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing  provided  for  taking  evi¬ 
dence  to  determine  whether  emergency 
marketing  conditions  exist  that  would 
warrant  omission  of  a  recommend^  de¬ 
cision  on  the  proposals  (1)  to  price  di¬ 
verted  milk  at  the  location  of  the  non¬ 
pool  plant  to  which  diverted  and  (2)  to 
modify  the  “takeout-pay  back’’  plan.  At 
the  hearing,  proponent  urged  prompt  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  proposal  to  price  diverted 
milk  at  the  location  of  the  nempool  plant 
to  which  diverted.  However,  no  testimony 
was  presented  to  Justify  omission  of  the 
recommended  decision  and  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  exceptions  thereto.  ’The  pro¬ 
posal  for  taking  emergency  action  is 
therefore  denied. 

Rulzhgs  om  Pr<»>osxd  FiNomcs  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  ccmclusions  are  doiied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

CtorxKAL  Findings 

’Ihe  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  p<rflcy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Aet  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  otlier  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  mtiir 
in  the  marketing  arqa,  and  the  minimum 
prices  spedfled  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  berday 
proposed  to  be  amendnl.  axe  such  ixriees 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  faetoix,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  pidillc 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 


of  milk  In  the  same  manner  as.  and  will 
be  appUeahls  only  to  persems  in  the  re¬ 
spective  dasses  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  In.  a  maiiieting 
agreemmt  up<Hi  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Excxptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions  of 
this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions  re¬ 
ceived  was  carefully  and  fully  considered 
in  conjunction  with  the  record  evidence. 
To  the  extent  that  the  findings  and  con- 
clusioztf.  and  the  regulatory  provisione 
of  this  decision  are  at  variance  with  any 
of  the  exceptions,  such  exceptions  are 
hereby  overruled  for  the  reasons  previ¬ 
ously  stated  in  this  decisiem. 

Markxting  Agrrmxnt  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  two  documents,  a  MARKET- 
INQ  AOREEadENT  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk,  and  an  ORDER  amending 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Paducah,  Kentucky,  marketing 
area,  which  have  been  decided  upon  as 
the  detailed  and  appropriate  means  of 
effectuating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Tlie  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  ammded  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  or  Producer  Approval 

AND  RxPRESBNTATIVK  PERIOD 

May  1975  Is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  tiie  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Paducah.  Kentucky, 
marketing  area  is  approved  or  favored  by 
producers,  as  defin^  under  ttie  terms  of 
the  order  (as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended),  who  during 
such  representative  period  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  msu’keting  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on: 
July  30. 1975. 

Richard  L.  Peltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20248  Filed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9CFR  Parts  101, 113] 

VIRUSES.  SERUMS.  TOXINS.  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PflOOUCTS 

Propoaed  Ruleaielilwg 

•  Purpeee.  Ta  correct  the  language  for 
■riawBllc  accuracy  and  derity.  • 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
witii  the  provisions,  contained  In  section 
553  of  Title  5.  United  States  Code,  that 
it  ia  propoaed  to  amend  certain  of  the 
regulations  relating  to  viruses,  serums, 
toxins,  and  analogous  products,  in  Parte 
101  and  113  of  ’ntle  9.  Code  of  Federal 
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Regiilations  issued  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Vlrus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of 
March  4.  1913  (21  UJ3.C.  151-168). 

These  amendments  reword  the  defini¬ 
tions  of  “Batch  of  primary  cells”  and 
“Cell  line”  for  scientific  accuracy  by  de¬ 
leting  the  word  “explanted”  from  each. 
They  add  a  definition  for  the  word 
“Log”  to  clarify  the  meaning  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  which  the  term  is  used. 

These  amendments  restrict  submission 
of  samples  to  support  Outline  of  Pro¬ 
duction  changes  imtil  requested  by  Vet¬ 
erinary  Services.  They  reword  S  113.5(a) 
to  specify  that  required  tests  are  those  in 
the  filed  Outline  of  Production  or 
Standard  Requirements. 

These  sunendments  make  an  editorial 
change  in  S  113.6(a)  to  clarify  the  mean¬ 
ing  and  also  to  conform  with  terminology 
used  in  the  definition  of  Standard  Re¬ 
quirements  in  S  101.5(a).  They  reword 
§  113.6(b)  to  emphasize  the  necessity  of 
considering  all  test  results  and  to  empha¬ 
size  the  importance  of  unsatisfactory 
test  results. 

1.  S  101.5  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
paragrai^  (b)  to  read; 

§  101.5  Testing  terminology. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Log.  Logarithm  computed  to  the 
base  of  10. 

•  •  •  •  •  - 

2.  §  101.6  is  amended  by  revising  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  to  read: 

§  101.6  Cdl  cultures. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  Batches  of  primary  cells.  A  pool 
of  original  cells  derived  from  normal  tis¬ 
sue  up  to  and  including  the  10th  subcul¬ 
ture. 

(b)  CeU  line.  A  pool  of  cells  which  are 
11  or  more  subcultures  from  the  tissue 
of  origin. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  S  113.3  is  amended  by  revising  para- 
gn^h  (b)  (8)  to  read: 

§  113.3  Sampling  of  biological  products. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(8)  Prelicensing  and  Outline  of  Pro¬ 
duction  changes.  Samples  needed  to  sup¬ 
port  a  license  application  or  a  change  in 
the  Outline  of  Production  for  a  licensed 
product  shall  be  submitted  upon  request 
frmn  Veterinary  Services.  Such  samples 
shall  be  double  the  number  prescribed 
in  this  section  for  such  product. 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  S  113.5  is  amended  by  revising  para- 
gnq>h  (a)  to  read: 

{113.5  Genoal  testing. 

(a)  No  biological  iMX>duct  shall  be  re¬ 
leased  prkH*  to  the  o(xnplett<xi  of  tests 
prescribed  in  a  filed  Outline  of  Produc- 
tlcm  or  Standard  Requirements  for  the 
product  to  establish  the  product  to  be 
pure,  safe,  potent,  and  efficacious. 

•  s  •  •  • 

5.  8  113.6  is  amended  by  revising  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  to  read: 


S  113.6  Veterinary  services  testing. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  The  Deputy  Administrator  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  cause  a  biological  product, 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  or 
Imported  into  the  United  States,  to  be 
examined  and  tested  for  purity,  safety, 
potency,  or  efficacy;  in  which  case,  the 
licensee  or  permittee  shall  withhold  such 
product  from  the  market  until  a  deter¬ 
mination  has  been  made. 

(b)  The  results  of  each  test  conducted 
by  the  licensee  and  Veterinary  Services 
shall  be  considered  in  evaluating  a  prod¬ 
uct  unless  otherwise  provided  for  in  this 
Part.  A  serial  or  subserial  which  has  been 
found  unsatisfactory  by  a  required  test 
prescribed  in  a  filed  Outline  of  Produc¬ 
tion  or  Standard  Requirement  for  the 
product  is  not  in  compliance  with  the 
regulations  and  shall  not  be  released  for 
market. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  regulations  to 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices,  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricultme, 
Room  828-A,  Federal  Building,  Hyatts- 
ville,  Maryland  20782.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  September  8,  1975 
will  be  considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  above  address, 
during  regular  hours  of  business  (8  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27  (b) ) . 

D(me  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  July  1975. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 
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[9  CFR  Part  113] 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS.  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Extension  of  Time  To  Submit  Written  Data, 
Views,  or  Arguments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  iH'ovisions  contained  in  secticm 
553  cd  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  that 
the  time  for  filing  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulations  relating 
to  viruses,  serums,  toxins,  and  analogous 
products  in  9  CFR  Part  113,  as  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  5,  1975 
(40  FR  14556)  is  extended  to  October  3, 
1975  (37  Stat.  832-833;  21  U.S.C.  151- 
158). 

Because  the  newness  of  the  require¬ 
ments  contained  in  the  proposal,  xm- 
expected  variaticms  in  the  test  results 
have  occurred  and  additirmal  time  has 
been  requested  by  industry  to  conduct 
more  oi  the  tests  bef(»^  making  their 
comments. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 


regarding  the  proposed  regulations  to 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Sctv- 
Ices,  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  UB.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  828-A.  Federal  Building.  Hjratts- 
ville,  Marylstnd  20782.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  October  3,  1975,  will 
be  considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  availaMe  for 
public  inspection  at  the  above  address, 
during  re^ar  hours  of  business  (8  a.m. 
to  4:30  pm.,  Monday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  cMivenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Done  at  Wsishington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  July,  1975. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service. 

(PR  DOC.7&-202S0  Piled  a-l-75,-8:45  am] 


[  9  CFR  Part  113  ] 

VIRUSES,  SERUMS,  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

•  Purp<^.  To  provide  two  new  Stand¬ 
ard  Requirements  for  biological  prod¬ 
ucts.  • 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  i»ovlsions  contained  in  section 
553  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  that 
it  is  propiosed  to  amend  certain  of  the 
regulations  rating  to  viruses,  serums, 
toxins,  and  analogous  products  in  Part 
113  of  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  to  the  provisicms  of 
the  Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (21  U.S.C.  151-158) . 

The  Master  Seed  Virus  concept  of  test¬ 
ing  viral  vaccines  for  potency  has  been 
applied  to  such  vaccines  as  rapidly  as  the 
procedures  have  been  developed.  This 
ccHicept  employs  the  use  of  a  proven 
Master  Seed  Virus  in  the  preparation  of 
a  vaccine  and  subsequent  serial  to  serial 
evaluation  for  potency  limited  to  virus 
titrations.  This  procedure  eliminates  the 
need  for  testing  each  serial  for  potency 
in  expensive  test  animals. 

These  pr(HX)sed  amendments  would 
change  the  requirements  in  §  113.137  to 
the  Master  Seed  Virus  testing  procedure 
for  Distemper  Vaccine-Mink  and  would 
add  a  new  section  to  Part  113  to  provide 
a  similar  test  procedure  for  Measles  vac¬ 
cine  used  in  dogs. 

Each  word  in  the  headings  for 
8  113.137  and  §  113.167  are  to  be  capi¬ 
talized. 

1.  8  113.137  is  revised  to  read  as  follows; 
§113.137  Distemper  Vaccine— Mink. 

Distemper  Vaccine — Mink  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  from  virus-bearing  cell  culture 
fiuids.  Only  Master  Seed  Virus  which  has 
been  established  as  pure,  safe,  and  im- 
mtmogenic  shall  be  used  for  preparing 
the  production  seed  virus  for  vaccine 
productiMi.  All  serials  of  vaccine  shall  be 
prepared  from  the  first  through  the  fifth 
passage  from  the  Master  Seed  Virus. 
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(a)  The  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  meet 
the  aiK^leable  requirements  mrescribed  In 
8 113.136  and  the  requiremmts  pre¬ 
scribed  In  this  sectloa. 

(b)  The  let  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  tested  for  extraneous  viruses  as  fel¬ 
lows: 

(1)  To  detect  ylrulent  canine  dis¬ 
temper  virus,  each  of  two  distemper  sus¬ 
ceptible  tninie  shall  be  inoculated  with 
1  ml.  of  the  Master  Seed  Virus  and 
observed  each  day  for  21  days.  If  unde- 
siraUe  reactions  occur  In  either  mink, 
the  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  Is  unsatis¬ 
factory. 

(2)  Master  Seed  Virus  pr<^}agated  In 
chicken  embryos  shall  be  tested  for 
pathogens  by  the  chicken  embryo  test 
prescribed  In  1 113.37.  If  found  unsatis¬ 
factory,  the  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  not 
be  used. 

(c)  Elach  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  used 
for  vaccine  production  shall  be  tested  for 
immimog^clty.  The  selected  virus  dose 
frmn  the  lot  of  Meister  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  established  as  follows: 

(1)  Twenty-live  distemper  susceptible 
mink  shall  be  used  as  test  animals  (20 
vaccinates  and  five  controls) .  Blood  sam¬ 
ples  shall  be  drawn  from  these  animals 
and  Individual  serum  samples  tested.  The 
mink  shall  be  considered  susceptible  If 
the  restilts  are  negative  at  a  1:  2  finsd 
senun  dilution  In  a  varying  serum- 
constant  virus  neutralization  test  with 
less  than  500  ID«>  of  canine  distemper 
virus. 

(2)  A  geometric  mean  titer  of  the  dried 
vaccine  produced  from  the  highest  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be 
estaUished  before  the  immunogenicity 
test  is  conducted.  Twenty  mink  shall  be 
vaccinated  with  a  predetermined  quan- 
tly  of  vaccine  virus  and  the  remaining 
five  mink  held  as  tmvacclnated  controls. 
To  confirm  the  dosage  calculations,  five 
replicate  virus,  tihations  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  on  a  sample  of  the  vaccine  virus 
dilution  used. 

(8)  At  least  twenty-one  days  post- 
injection,  the  immunity  of  each  of  the 
vaccinate  and  the  controls  shall  be  chal¬ 
lenged  with  the  same  size  dose  of  viru¬ 
lent  dlstemp>er  virus  and  observed  each 
day  for  21  days. 

(1)  If  at  least  foiu*  of  the  five  controls 
do  not  ^e  or  show  severe  signs  of  dis¬ 
temper,  the  test  Is  Inconclusive  and  may 
be  repeated. 

(ii)  If  at  least  19  of  the  20  vaccinates 
do  not  survive  without  showing  clinical 
signs  of  distemper  during  the  observa¬ 
tion  period,  the  Master  Seed  Virus  is 
unsatisfactory. 

(4)  The  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be 
retested  for  immunogenicity  In  3  years 
and  each  5  yesus  thereafter  imless  use 
of  the  lot  previously  tested  Is  discon¬ 
tinued.  Only  five  vaccinates  and  five 
controls  need  to  be  used  In  the  retest; 
Provided.  That,  five  of  five  vaccinates 
and  at  least  four  of  the  controls  shsdl 
meet  the  criteria  prescribed  in  pars- 
grsmh  (c)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(5)  An  Outline  of  Production  change 
shall  be  made  before  smthority  for  use 
of  a  new  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  authorized  by  Veterinary  Services. 
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(d)  Test  requirmoits  for  release: 
Each  serial  and  subserial  shall  meet  the 
g»i«ul  requironents  prescribed  In 
i  113435  and  the  requirements  in  this 
paragrtqjh.  Final  container  samples  of 
completed  product  shall  be  testeil  Any 
serial  or  subserial  f(Hind  unsatisfactory 
by  a  prescribed  test  shall  not  be  released. 

(1)  Safety  Tests.  (1)  The  mouse  safety 
test  prescribed  in  8  113.33(a)  shall  be 
conducted. 

(li)  Mink  safety  test.  Earii  of  2  mink 
shall  be  vaccinated  with  the  equivalent 
of  10  doses  of  vaccine  rehydrated  with 
sterile  diluent  and  administered  in  the 
manner  recommended  on  the  label.  The 
mink  shall  be  observed  each  day  for  21 
days.  If  unfavorable  reactions  attributa-r 
ble  to  the  product  occur  in  either  of  the 
mink  dining  the  observation  period,  the 
serial  or  subserial  Is  unsatisfactory.  If 
unfavorable  reactions  which  are  not  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  product  occur,  the  test 
shall  be  declared  inconclusive  and  may 
be  repeated;  Provided,  That  if  the  test 
is  not  repeated,  the  serial  or  subserial 
shall  be  declared  unsatisfactory. 

(2)  Potency  Test.  An  in  vitro  potency 
test  shall  be  conducted.  To  be  eliglUe 
tot  release,  each  serial  and  subserial 
shall  have  a  virus  titer  sufficiently 
greater  than  the  titer  of  vaccine  virus 
used  In  ^e  immunogenicity  test  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
to  assure  that,  when  tested  at  any  time 
within  the  expiration  period,  each  serial 
and  subserial  shall  have  a  virus  titer 
greater  than  that  used  in  such  Inunu- 
nogenlcity  test  vdien  tested  by  the 
method  used  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this 
section. 

2.  Part  113  is  amended  by  the  addition 
of  a  new  8  113.167  to  read  as  follows; 

§  1 13.167  Measles  Vaccine. 

Measles  Vaccine  shall  be  prepared 
from  virus-bearing  ceU  culture  fluids. 
Only  lifaster  Seed  Virus  which  has  bear 
established  as  pure,  safe,  and  inununo- 
genlc  shall  be  used  for  preparing  the  pro- 
ductlim  seed  virus  for  vaci^e  production. 
All  serials  of  vaccine  shall  be  prepared 
from  the  first  through  the  fifth  passage 
from  the  Master  Seed  virus. 

(a)  The  Mastm*  Seed  Virus  shall  meet 
the  applicable  requirements  prescribed  In 
8 113.135  and  the  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  section. 

(b)  The  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  tested  for  other  viral  agents  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(1)  To  detect  virulent  canine  distem¬ 
per  virus,  each  oi  two  canine  distemper 
susceptible  ferrets  shall  be  injected  with 
a  sample  of  the  Master  Seed  IHius  equiv¬ 
alent  to  the  unount  (rf  virus  to  be  used 
in  one  dog  dose  and  observed  each  day 
for  21  days.  If  undesirable  reactions  oc¬ 
cur  in  either  ferret,  the  lot  of  Master 
Seed  Virus  is  unsatisfactory. 

(2)  T6  detect  infectious  canine  hepa¬ 
titis  virus,  each  of  two  Infectious  canine 
hepatitis  susceptllde  dogs  or  foxes  shall 
be  injected  with  0.06  ml  of  the  Master 
Seed  Virus  into  the  anterior  chamber  of 
one  eye  and  examined  each  day  for  14 
days  for  comeal  opacity.  If  the  eyes  do 
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not  remain  clear,  the  Mast^  Seed  Virus 
is  unsatisfactory. 

(o)  Each  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus 
used  for  vaodne  production  shall  be 
tested  for  Immunogenicity.  Hm  stiected 
virus  dose  from  the  lot  of  Master  Seed 
Virus  shall  be  established  as  follows: 

(1)  Twenty-five  dogs.  Itss  than  12 
weeks  of  age  and  free  of  measles  anti¬ 
body,  shall  be  used  as  test  animRin  (20 
vaccinates  and  five  controls).  Blood 
samples  shall  be  drawn  from  these  ani¬ 
mals  and  individual  serum  samples 
tested.  TTie  dogs  shall  be  considered  sus¬ 
ceptible  if  the  results  are  negative  at 
a  1:2  final  serum  dilution  in  a  varying 
senun-constant  virus  neutralization  test 
with  less  than  500  IDn  of  measles  virus. 

(2)  A  gemnetric  mean  titer  of  Uie 
dried  vaccine  produced  from  the  highest 
passage  of  the  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be 
established  before  the  Immunogenicity 
test  is  conducted.  Twenty  dogs  shall  be 
vaccinated  with  a  predetermined  quan¬ 
tity  of  vaccine  virus  and  the  remaining 
five  dogs  held  as  unvaccinated  controls. 
To  cimfirm  the  dosage  calculations,  five 
replicate  virus  titrations  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  on  a  sample  of  the  vaccine  virus 
dilution  used. 

(3)  On  the  day  of  challenge,  serum 
samples  shall  be  obtained  from  each  vac¬ 
cinate  and  Individually  tested  for  anti¬ 
body  against  canine  distemper  vlrys.  For 
a  valid  test,  esMdi  vaccinate  shall  be  nega¬ 
tive  at  a  1 :4  final  serum  dilution  in  vary¬ 
ing  serum-constant  virus  neutralization 
test  using  less  ttian  500  IDm  of  canine 
distemper  virus. 

(4)  At  least  21  days  postinoculation, 
the  immunity  of  the  vaccinates  and  con¬ 
trols  shall  be  challenged  by  exposure  to  a 
uniform  dose  of  aerosolized  virulent  ca¬ 
nine  distemper  virus.  All  test  dogs  shall 
be  observed  daily  for  21  days  postchal¬ 
lenge. 

(I)  If  at  least  4  of  the  5  controls  do 
not  die  or  show  signs  of  distemper,  in¬ 
cluding  a  temperature  of  104.0*  F  or 
higher  and  at  least  15  percent  weight 
loss,  the  test  is  inconclusive  and  may  be 
repeated. 

(II)  If  at  least  19  of  the  20  vaccinates 
do  not  survive  without  showing  a  tem¬ 
perature  of  104.0*  F  or  higher  and  a 
weight  loss  exceeding  15  percent  after  day 
8  postchallenge,  the  Master  Seed  Virus  is 
unsatisfactory. 

(5)  When  approved  in  advance  by 
Veterinary  Services,  a  sequential  test  pro¬ 
cedure  may  be  used  in  lieu  of  the  20  dog 
requirement.  A  beta  value  of  0.05  and  a 
tolerance  level  of  0.78  shall  be  required. 

(6)  The  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be 
retested  for  Immimogeniclty  in  3  years 
and  each  5  years  thereafter  unless  use 
of  the  lot  previously  tested  is  discontin¬ 
ued.  Only  five  vaccinates  and  five  con¬ 
trols  need  to  be  used  in  the  retest;  Pro¬ 
vided.  TTiat,  five  of  five  vaccinates  and 
at  least  four  of  the  controls  shall  meet 
the  criteria  prescribed  in  this  section. 

(7)  An  Outline  of  Production  change 
shall  be  made  before  authority  for  use 
of  a  new  lot  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall 
be  granted  by  Veterinary  Services. 

(d)  Test  requirements  for  release:  Eabh 
serial  and  subserial  shall  meet  the  gen- 
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eral  requironents  prescribed  In  S  113.135 
and  the  requirements  in  this  paragraph. 
Final  container  samples  of  cmnpleted 
product  shall  be  tested.  Any  serial  or  sub¬ 
serial  found  unsatisfactory  be  a  pre¬ 
scribed  test  shall  not  be  released. 

(1)  Safety  tests.  The  dog  safety  test 
prescribed  in  i  113.40  and  the  mouse 
safety  test  prescribed  in  S  113.33(a)  shall 
be  conducted. 

(2)  Potency  test.  An  in  vitro  potency 
test  shall  be  conducted.  To  be  eli^ble  for 
rdease,  each  serial'  and  subserial  shall 
have  a  virus  titer  sufficiently  greater  than 
the  titer  of  the  vaccine  virus  used  in  the 
immunogenlcity  test  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  to  assure  that, 
whra  tested  at  any  time  within  the  ex¬ 
piration  period,  each  serial  and  subserial 
shall  have  a  virus  titer  10*'*  greater  than 
that  used  in  such  immunogenlcity  test 
but  not  less  than  10**’  IDm  per  dose  when 
tested  by  the  method  used  in  paragraph 

(c)  (3)  of  this  section. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
regarding  the  proposed  regulations  to 
D^uty  Administrator,  'Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices,  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service.  UJS.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  83g-A,  F^eral  Building,  Hyatts- 
viUe,  Maryland  20782.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  October  6,  1975,  will 
be  coitsideied. 

AH  written  sulmiissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will, be  made  available  for 
puUlc  ln^>ection  at  the  above  address, 
during  regular  hours  of  business  (8  am. 
to  4:30  p.m.,  Mohday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  ccmvenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  this  30th  day 
of  July  1975. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

{FB  Doc.75-20251  FUed  8-l-75;8;45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[7CFR  Parti] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974: 

IMPLEMENTATION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  (USDA)  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  7  CFR  Part  1  by  adding 
Subpart  O  to  implement  the  provisirms 
of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  n.S.C.  552a) 
with  regard  to  systems  of  records  main¬ 
tained  by  agencies  of  USDA. 

These  regulations  set  forth  the  proce¬ 
dures  whereby  individuals  can  request 
Information  about,  access  to.  or  amend¬ 
ment  of,  records  pertaining  to  them 
which  are  contained  in  a  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  maintained  by  an  agency  of  USDA. 
ITiey  also  set  forth  the  procedures 
agencies  of  USDA  are  to  follow  in  proc¬ 
essing  these  requests.  USDA  is  currently 
considering  which  systems  of  records 
am<mg  those  it  maintains  are  to  be  ex¬ 
empted  pursuant  to  5  UB.C.  552a  (J)  and 
(k).  Sections  1.222  and  1.223  of  these 


regulations  will  be  Issued  at  a  later  date 
with  an  (vportunity  for  public  comment. 

IntKested  persons  may  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  these  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  to:  Director,  Research  and  Opera- 
tims  Division,  Office  of  the  General 
CounseL  UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington.  D.C.  20250,  on  or  before 
August  20, 1975.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  available  for  public  Inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  in  Rocmi 
2321  of  the  South  BuUdlng,  USDA. 

These  regulations  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  301,  552a. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  1  of  7  CFR  by 
adding  a  Subpart  O  as  follows: 

Subpart  6— Privacy  Act  Rasuiations 

Sec. 

1.110  Puipoee  and  scope. 

1.111  Deflnltlons. 

1.112  ProoeduTM  for  requests  pertaining  to 

Individual  reomUa  In  a  record  sys¬ 
tem. 

1.113  Times,  places,  and  requirements  for 

Identification  of  Individuals  making 
requests. 

1.114  Disclosure  of  requested  Information 

to  Individuals. 

1.115  Special  procedures:  medical  records. 

1.116  Request  fw  correction  or  amendment 

to  reomd. 

1.117  Agency  review  of  request  for  correc¬ 

tion  or  amendment  of  record. 

1.118  Appeal  of  Initial  adverse  agency  de¬ 

termination  on  correction  or  amend- 
mmt. 

1.119  Disclosure  of  record  to  person  other 

than  the  Individual  to  whom  It 
pertains. 

1.120  Fees. 

1.121  Penalties 

1.122  Oeneral  Exemptions  [Reserved] 

1.123  Specific  Exemptions  [Reserved] 

Authortty:  5  UA.C.  652a. 

Subpart  G — Privacy  Act  Regulations 
§1.110  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  subpart  contains  the  regulations 
of  the  UB.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA)  implementing  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a) .  It  sets  forth  the 
basic  responsibilities  of  each  agency  of 
USDA  with  regard  to  USDA’s  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act. 
and  offers  guidance  to  members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  exercise  any  of  the 
rights  established  by  the  Act  with  regard 
to  records  maintained  by  an  agency  of 
USDA. 

§  1.111  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  subpart  the  terms 
“individual,"  "maintain,"  “record,”  “sys¬ 
tem  of  records,"  “statistical  record,"  and 
“routine  use"  shall  have  the  meanings 
set  forth  in  5  UJ3.C.  552a(a) .  The  term 
“agency"  shall  mean  an  agency  of  USDA. 
imless  otherwise  Indicated. 

§  1.112  Procedures  for  reimests  pertain¬ 
ing  to  individual  record  in  a  record 
system. 

(a)  Any  person  who  wishes  to  be  noti¬ 
fied  if  a  system  of  records  maintained  by 
an  agency  contains  any  record  pertaining 
to  him,  or  to  request  access  to  such  rec¬ 
ords.  shall  submit  a  written  request  in 
accordance  with  the  instructions  set 
forth  in  the  system  notice  for  that  syst^ 
of  records.  This  request  shall  include: 


(1)  The  name  of  the  individual  mak¬ 
ing  the  request; 

(2)  The  name  of  the  system  of  records 
(as  set  forth  in  the  system  notice  to 
which  the  request  relates) ; 

(3)  Any  other  information  specified  in 
the  system  notice;  and 

(4)  When  the  request  is  one  for  access, 
a  statement  as  to  whether  the  requester 
desires  to  make  a  personal  inspection  of 
the  records,  or  be  supplied  with  copies  by 
mail. 

(b)  Any  person  whose  request  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  denied 
may  appeal  that  denial  to  the  head  of 
the  agency  which  maintains  the  system 
of  records  to  which  the  request  relates. 

(c)  In  the  event  that  an  appeal  under 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  is  dmled, 
the  requester  may  bring  a  civil  action  in 
federal  district  court  to  seek  review  of 
the  denial. 

§  1.113  HmeSf  places,  and  retrairemenu 
for  identification  of  individuals  mak¬ 
ing  requests. 

(a)  If  a  person  submitting  a  request 
for  access  imder  S  1.112  has  asked  that  an 
agency  authorize  a  personal  Inspection 
of  records  pertaining  to  him,  and  the 
agency  has  granted  that  request,  the  re¬ 
quester  shall  present  himself  at  the  time 
and  place  specified  in  the  agency’s  re¬ 
sponse  or  arrange  another,  mutually  con¬ 
venient,  time  with  the  appropriate 
agency  officiaL 

(b)  Prior  to  inspection  of  the  records, 
the  requester  shall  present  sufficient 
identification  (e.g..  driver’s  license,  em¬ 
ployee  Identification  card,  social  security 
card,  .credit  cards)  to  establish  that  he 
is  the  Individual  to  whom  the  records 
pertain.  If  the  requester  is  imable  to 
provide  such  identification,  he  shall  com¬ 
plete  and  sign  in  the  presence  of  an 
agency  official  a  signed  statement  assert¬ 
ing  his  identity  and  stipulating  that  he 
understands  that  knowingly  or  willfully 
seeking  or  obtaining  access  to  records 
about  another  individual  under  false  pre¬ 
tenses  is  a  mlsdoneanor  punishable  by 
fine  up  to  $5,000.  No  identification  shall 
be  required,  however,  when  the  records 
gre  ones  whose  disclosure  is  required  by 
5  U.S.C.  552. 

(c)  Any  person  who  has  requested  ac¬ 
cess  to  records  about  him  via  personal 
inspection,  and  who  wishes  to  have 
another  person  or  persons  accompsuiy 
him  during  this  Inspection,  shall  submit 
a  written  statement  authorizing  disclo¬ 
sure  of  tlie  record  in  their  presence. 

(d)  Any  person  having  made  a  per¬ 
sonal  inspection  of  records  pertaining 
to  him  may  request  the  agency  to  pro¬ 
vide  him  copies  of  those  records  or  any 
portion  therecrf.  Each  agency  shall  grant 
such  requests  but  may  charge  fees  in 
accordance  with  $  1.120. 

(e)  If  a  person  submitting  a  request 
for  access  under  S  1.112  wishes  to  be 
supplied  with  copies  of  the  records  by 
mail,  he  shall  Include  with  his  request 
sufficient  data  for  the  agency  to  verify 
his  identity.  If  the  sensitivity  of  the  rec¬ 
ords  warrant  it,  however,  the  agency  to 
which  the  request  is  directed  may  re¬ 
quire  the  requester  to  submit  a  signed, 
notarized  statement  indicating  that  he 
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is  the  individual  to  whom  the  records 
pertain  and  stipulating  he  understands 
that  knowingly  or  willfully  seeking  or 
obtaining  access  to  records  about  an¬ 
other  individual  under  false  pretenses 
is  a  misdemeanor  punishable  I7  fine  up 
to  $5,000.  No  identification  shall  be  re¬ 
quired,  however,  when  the  records  are 
ones  whose  disclosure  is  required  by  5 
U.8.C.  552.  K  the  agency  to  which  this 
request  is  directed  determines  to  grant 
the  requested  access,  it  may  charge  fees 
in  accordance  with  S  1.120  before  racing 
the  necessary  c(H>ies. 

§  1.114  Disclosure  of  requested  infor¬ 
mation  to  individuals. 

(a)  Any  agency  which  receives  a  re¬ 
quest  or  appeal  under  §  1.112  should 
acknowledge  the  request  or  appeal  with¬ 
in  10  days  of  its  receipt  (excluding  Satur¬ 
days,  Sundays,  and  legal  public  holi¬ 
days).  Wherever  practicable,  the  ack¬ 
nowledgement  should  indicate  whether 
or  not  access  will  be  ^granted  and,  if  so, 
when  and  where.  When  access  is  to  be 
granted,  the  agency  should  provide  the 
access  within  30  days  of  receipt  of  the 
request  or  appeal  (excluding  Saturdays, 
Sundays  and  legal  public  holidays)  un¬ 
less,  for  good  cause  shown,  it  is  unable 
to  do  so.  If  the  agency  is  unable  to  meet 
this  deadline,  it  shall  inform  the  re¬ 
quester  of  this  fact,  the  reasons  for  its 
in8d>illty  to  do  so,  and  an  estimate  of  the 
date  on  which  access  will  be  granted. 

(b)  Nothing  in  5  U.S.C.  552a  or  this 
subpart  shall  be  interpreted  to  require 
that  a  person  making  a  request  (mder 
9  1.112  be  granted  access  to  the  physical 
record  itself.  The  form  in  which  a  record 
is  k^t  (e.g.,  on  magnetic  tape),  or  the 
content  of  the  record  (e.g..  a  record  in¬ 
dexed  under  the  name  of  the  requester 
may  contain  records  which  are  not  about 
the  requester)  may  require  that  the  rec¬ 
ord  be  edited  or  translated  in  some  man¬ 
ner.  Neither  of  these  procedures  may  be 
utilized,  however,  to  withhold  informa- 
tlcm  in  a  record  about  the  requester. 

(c)  No  agency  shall  deny  any  request 
under  9  1.112  for  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  existence  of  records  about  the 
requester  in  any  system  of  records  it 
maintains,  or  deny  any  request  for  ac¬ 
cess  to  records  about  the  requester  in 
any  system  of  records  it  maintains,  un¬ 
less  that  system  is  exempted  from  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  552a  (d)  in 
9  1.123. 

(d)  If  an  agency  receives  a  request 
pursuant  to  9 1.112(a)  for  access  to  rec¬ 
ords  in  a  system  of  records  it  maintains 
which  is  so  exempted,  the  system  man¬ 
ager  shall  determine  if  the  exemption 
is  to  be  asserted.  If  he  determines  to 
deny  the  request,  he  shall  inform  the 
requester  of  that  determination,  the  rea¬ 
son  for  the  determination,  and  the  title 
and  address  of  the  agency  head  to  whom 
the  denial  can  be  aiH>ealed. 

(e)  If  the  heed  of  an  agency  deter¬ 
mines  that  an  appeal  pursuant  to 
§  1.112(b)  is  to  be  denied,  he  shall  inform 
the  requests  of  that  determination,  the 
reason  therefor,  and  his  right  imder  5 
U.S.C.  552a  (g)  to  sedE  Judicial  review 
of  the  denial  in  federal  district  court. 


(f)  Nothing  in  5  nJ3.C.  552a  or  this 
subpart  shell  allow  an  individual  access 
to  any  InfCMrmatlon  compiled  in  reason¬ 
able  anticipation  of  a  civil  action  or 
proceeding. 

S  1.115  Special  procedures:  medical 
recordi^ 

In  the  event  an  agency  receives  a  re¬ 
quest  pursuant  to  9  1.112  for  access  to 
medical  records  (including  psychological 
records)  whose  disclosure  it  determines 
would  be  harmful  to  the  individual  to 
whom  they  relate,  it  may  refuse  to  dis¬ 
close  the  records  directly  to  the  requester 
but  shall  transmit  them  to  a  doctor  desig¬ 
nated  by  that  individual. 

§  1.1 16  Request  for  correction  or  amend¬ 
ment  to  record. 

(a)  Any  person  who  wishes  to  request 
correction  or  amendment  of  any  record 
pertaining  to  him  contained  in  a  system 
of  records  maintained  by  an  agency  shall 
submit  that  request  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  instructions  set  forth  in 
the  system  notice  for  that  system  of  rec¬ 
ords.  This  request  shall  include: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  individual  mak¬ 
ing  the  request; 

(2)  The  name  of  the  system  of  records 
(as  set  forth  in  the  system  notice  to 
which  the  request  relates) ; 

(3)  A  description  of  the  nature  (e.g.. 
modification,  addition  or  deletion)  and 
substance  of  the  correction  or  amend¬ 
ment  requested;  and 

(4)  Any  other  information  specified 
in  the  system  notice. 

(b)  Any  person  submitting  a  request 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  include  sufficient  Information  in 
support  of  that  request  to  allow  the 
agency  to  which  it  is  addressed  to  apply 
the  standards  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C.  552(e) 

(1)  and  (5). 

(c)  Any  person  whose  request  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  denied 
may  appeal  that  denial  to  the  head  of 
the  agency  which  maintains  the  system 
of  records  to  which  the  request  relates. 

(d)  In  the  event  that  an  appeal  tmder 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  is  denied, 
the  requester  may  bring  a  civil  action  in 
federal  district  court  to  sedE  review  of 
the  denial. 

§  1.117  Agency  review  of  request  for 
correction  or  amendment  of  record. 

(a)  Any  agency  which  receives  a  re¬ 
quest  for  amendment  or  correction  under 
9  1.116  shall  acknowledge  that  request 
within  10  days  of  its  receipt  (excluding 
Saturdays,  Simdays  and  legal  public 
holidays).  It  shall  also  promptly,  either: 

(1)  Make  any  correcUon,  deletion  or 
addition  with  regard  to  any  portion  of  a 
record  which  the  requester  beeves  is  not 
accurate,  relevant,  timely  or  complete;  or 

(2)  Inform  the  requester  of  its  refusal 
to  amend  the  record  in  accordance  with 
his  request;  the  reason  for  the  refusal; 
the  procedures  whereby  he  can  appeal 
the  refusal  to  the  head  of  the  agency; 
and  the  title  and  business  address  of  that 
officiaL  If  the  agency  informs  the  re¬ 
quester  of  its  determination  within  the 
10-day  deadline,  a  separate  acknowledge¬ 
ment  is  not  required. 


(b)  If  an  agency  is  unable  to  comply 
with  either  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
this  secticm  within  30  days  of  Its  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  request  fOT  correcticm  or 
amendmoit,  (excluding  Saturdays.  Sun¬ 
days  and  le^  public  holidays) ,  it  should 
inform  the  requester  of  that  fact,  Uie 
reasons  th«refor.  and  the  approximate 
date  on  which  a  determination  will  be 
reached. 

(c)  In  conducting  its  review  of  a  re¬ 
quest  for  correction  or  ammdment,  each 
agency  shall  be  guided  by  the  require¬ 
ments  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (1)  and  (5). 

(d)  If  an  agency  determines  to  grant 
all  or  any  portion  of  a  request  for  cor¬ 
rection  or  amendment,  it  shall: 

(1)  Advise  the  indi^dual  of  that  de¬ 
termination; 

(2)  Make  the  requested  correction  or 
amendment;  and 

(3)  Inform  any  person  or  agency  out¬ 
side  USDA  to  whom  the  record  hats  been 
disclosed,  and  where  an  accoimting  of 
that  disclosure  is  maintained  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  5  U.S.C.  552a(c),  of  the  oc¬ 
currence  and  substance  of  the  correc¬ 
tion  or  amendments. 

(e)  If  an  agency  determines  not  to 
grant  all  or  any  portion  of  a  request  for 
-correction  or  amendment,  it  shall: 

(1)  Comply  with  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section  with  regard  to  any  correction  or 
amendment  which  is  made; 

(2)  Advise  the  requester  of  its  deter¬ 
mination  and  the  reasons  therefor; 

(3)  Inform  the  requester  that  he  may 
appeal  this  determination  to  the  head  of 
the  agency  which  maintains  the  system 
of  records;  and 

(4)  Describe  the  procediues  for  making 
such  an  appeal.  Including  the  title  and 
business  address  of  the  official  to  whom 
the  appeal  is  to  be  addressed. 

(f)  In  the  event  that  an  agency  re¬ 
ceives  a  notice  of  correction  or  amend¬ 
ment  to  information  in  a  record  con¬ 
tained  in  a  system  of  records  which  it 
maintains,  it  shall  comply  with  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  section 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  it  had  made 
the  correction  or  amendment  itself. 

§  1.118  Appeal  of  initial  adverse  agency 
determination  on  correction  or 
amendment. 

(a)  Any  person  whose  request  for  cor¬ 
rection  or  amendment  under  9  1.118  is 
denied,  and  who  wishes  to  appeal  that 
denial,  shall  address  such  iqjpeal  to  the 
head  of  the  agency  which  maintains  the 
system  of  records  to  which  the  request 
relates,  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  set  forth  in  the  agency’s  initial 
denial  of  the  request. 

(b)  The  head  of  each  agency  shall 
make  a  final  determination  with ‘regard 
to  an  appeal  submitted  under  paragnqjh 
(a)  of  this  section  not  later  than  30  days 
(excluding  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  legal 
public  holidays)  from  the  date  on  adiich 
the  individual  requests  a  review,  unless, 
for  good  cause  shown,  Uie  head  of  the 
agency  extends  this  30-day  period  and  so 
notifies  the  requester,  together  with  an 
estimate  of  the  date  on  which  a  final  de¬ 
termination  will  be  made.  Such  extension 
should  be  utilized  only  in  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances  and  should  not  normally  ex- 
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ceed  30  days.  The  delegation  of  authority 
set  forth  In  this  paragn^th  may  not  be 
redelegated. 

(c)  In  conducting  his  review  of  an 
appeal  submitted  \mder  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  head  of  an  agency 
shall  be  guided  by  the  requirements  (tf 
5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (1)  and  (5). 

(d)  If  the  head  of  an  agency  deter¬ 
mines  to  grant  all  or  any  portion  of  an 
appeal  submitted  imder  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  he  shall  inform  the  requester 
and  the  agency  shall  comply  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  §  1.117(d)  (2)  and 
(d) (3). 

(e)  If  the  head  of  an  agency  deter¬ 
mines  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section  not  to  grant  all  or  any 
portion  of  an  appeal  submitted  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  he  shall 
inform  the  requester: 

(1)  Of  this  determination  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefore; 

(2)  Of  the  requester’s  right  to  file  a 
concise  statement  of  his  reasons  for  dis¬ 
agreeing  with  the  agency’s  decision; 

(3)  Of  the  procedures  for  filing  such 
a  statement  of  disagreement; 

(4)  That  such  statements  of  disagree¬ 
ments  will  be  made  available  to  anyone 
to  whom  the  record  is  subsequently  dis¬ 
closed,  together  with  (if  the  agency 
deems  it  appropriate)  a  brief  statement 
by  the  agency  summarizing  its  reasons 
for  refusing  to  amend  the  record; 

(5)  That  prior  recipients  of  the  dis¬ 
puted  record  will  be  provided  with  a  copy 
of  the  statement  of  disagreement,  to¬ 
gether  with  (if  the  agency  deems  it  ap¬ 
propriate)  a  brief  statement  of  the 
agency’s  reasons  for  refusing  to  amend 
the  record,  to  the  extent  that  an  accoimt- 
ing  of  disclosures  is  maintained  imder  5 
U.S.C.  552a  (c) ;  and 

(6)  Of  the  requester’s  right  to  seek 
Judicial  review  of  the  agency’s  deter¬ 
mination  in  accordance  with  5  n.S.C. 
552a(g).  The  agency  shall  insure  that 
any  statements  of  disagreement  sub¬ 
mitted  by  a  requester  are  handled  in 
accordance  with  paragraphs  (e)  (4)  and 
(5)  of  this  section. 

§  1.119  Disdoflure  of  record  to  person 
other  than  the  individual  to  whom  it 
pertains.  t 

No  agency  shall  disclose  any  record 
which  is  contained  in  a  system  of  records 
it  maintains,  by  any  means  of  communi¬ 
cation  to  any  person,  or  to  another 
agency  outside  USDA,  exc^t  pursuant 
to  a  written  request  by.  or  with  the  prior 
written  consent  of,  the  individual  to 
whom  the  record  pertains,  unless  the 
disclostire  is  authorized  by  one  or  more 
provisions  of  5  UJ3.C.  552a(b) . 

§  1.120  Fees. 

Any  agency  which  provides  copies  of 
records  pursuant  to  a  request  under  this 
subpart  may  charge  fees  for  the  direct 
costs  of  producing  such  copies  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Appendix  A  to  8utH>art  A  of 
this  Part.  No  agency,  however,  shall 
charge  any  fee  for  searches  necessary 
to  locate  records.  Nor  shall  an  agency 
charge  any  fees  for  copies  or  searches, 
when  the  requester  southt  to  make  a  per¬ 


sonal  lnq?ection  but  was  provided  C(vies 
instead  at  the  discretion  of  the  agency. 

s  1.121  PcMldcs. 

The  criminal  penalties  which  have 
been  established  for  violations  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  are  set  forth  in  5 
n.S.C.  552a(l).  These  penalties  are 
pllcable  to  any  ofBcer  or  onployee  of  an 
agency  who  commits  any  of  the  enu¬ 
merated  acts.  These  penalties  also  apply 
to  contractors  and  employees  of  such 
contractors  who  enter  into  ccmtracts 
with  an  agency  of  USDA  on  or  after  Sep¬ 
tember  27.  1975,  and  who  are  consider^ 
to  be  enmloyees  of  the  agency  within  the 
meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(m). 


§  1.122 

General 

exemptions. 

[Re- 

served] 

§  1.123 

Specific 

exemptions. 

[Re- 

served] 

Dated:  July  30, 1975. 


Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20164  FUed  8-l-76;8:46.am] 

.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[46CFRPart  146] 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
Proposed  Exemption  Procedures 

Cross  Refkrzncx:  For  a  document  re¬ 
lating  to  hazardous  materials,  see  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  149  CPR  Part 
107  and  1701,  75-20264,  infra. 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14CFR  Part  71] 

[Alrapace  Docket  No.  75-SO-75] 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY 
Proposed  Extension 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avlatim  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  extend  V-139  from 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  direct  to  Florence,  S.C. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  argtiments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  FWleral  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa.  30320.  All  ccmimunicatlons  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  September  3,  1975, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  pnv>osed  amendment.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
.changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
exantlnatlon  by  interested  persons  at  the 
F^eral  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  CThlef  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591.  An  informal 


docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  (Thief. 

An  average  of  eight  IFR  (H>erations 
per  day  use  the  direct  route  between 
Wilmington  and  Florence.  Designating 
this  route  as  an  airway  would  reduce 
filght  plan  filing  time  and  controller/ 
pilot  coordination  workload. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
’Transportation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
29,  1975. 

William  E.  Broadwatkr, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Trafflc  Rvles  Division. 

[FB  Doc.75-20138  Filed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


[UCFRPart  103] 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULA-PONS 
Proposed  Exeifiption  Procedures 

Cross  Rkfxrincx:  For  a  docum«it  re¬ 
lating  to  hazardous  materials,  see  De¬ 
partment  of  TrsuispOTtation.  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  [49  (TFR  Parts 
107  and  170],  75-20264,  infra. 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
[  49  CFR  Parts  107. 170  ] 

[Docket  No.  HM-127;  Notice  No.  76-7] 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
Proposed  Exemption  Procedures 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  propose 
an  amendment  to  Title  49,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  to  establish  a  new  Part 
107  “Procedures”  and  place  therein  a  new 
Subpart  A  “Exemptions”.  Future  sub¬ 
parts  to  be  included  in  Part  107  would 
cover  sanctions,  registration,  and  pre¬ 
exemption  matters.  The  regulations  now 
being  proposed  would  prescribe  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed  in  ai^lying  for  and 
the  processing  of  appli^tions  for  ex¬ 
emptions  from  the  Materials  Transpor¬ 
tation  Bureau’s  regulations  governing  the 
transportation  of  hazardous  materials 
which,  except  for  bulk  transportation  by 
water  and  certain  ships’  supplies,  govern 
the  movement  of  such  materials  by  any 
mode  of  transportation. 

Section  107  of  Pub.  L.  93-633,  enacted 
in  January  1975,  sets  up  certain  pro¬ 
cedural  requirements  for  granting  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  relief  frmn  the  regulations 
controlling  the  transportation  of  hazard¬ 
ous  matoials  to  b^  issued  under  section 
105  ol  that  law.  Under  i  107,  applicants 
must  establish  on  the  basis  of  a  safety 
analysis  to  be  submitted  by  them  as  part 
of  their  application  that  a  level  of  safety 
will  be  achieved  which  will  (1)  be  equal 
to  or  higher  than  that  reached  by  f  oUow- 
i^  the  regulations,  or  (2)  if  there  is  no 
existing  level  of  safety,  be  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  and  the  policy  of 
Pub.  U.  93-633.  Unless  it  is  shown  that 
an  emergency  requires  otherwise,  each 
application  is  to  be  made  the  subject  of 
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a  Federal  Register  notice  and  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  and  comment 
before  action  Is  taken  to  grant  ot  deny  It. 
The  maximum  period  for  an  ezonption 
is  two  years.  Any  ajwUcation  for  renewal 
must  be  processed  in  the  same  manner  as 
an  original  aiwlication. 

An  exemption,  as  that  term  is  used  in 
section  107  and  in  the  pnH)osed  regula¬ 
tions,  Includes  all  forms  of  administrative 
relief  from  the  requirements  of  the  sub¬ 
stantive  regulations.  Until  July  7,  1975, 
when  the  authority  to  issue  such  relief 
was  centralized  in  the  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau,  it  was  granted  by  one 
or  a  combination  of  four  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation’s  operating  ad¬ 
ministrations  (U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administration,  or  Federal  Highway 
Administration)  imder  various  labels  in¬ 
cluding  waiver,  ezemptlcai,  deviation  and 
8i)ecial  permit.  Moreover,  the  relief  was 
requested,  processed  and  granted  mr  de¬ 
nied  under  multiple  procedural  schemes. 
(See  14  CFR  11.25. 14  CFR  103.S.  46  CFR 
146.02-25  and  49  CFR  170.13.)  For  ex¬ 
ample.  a  person  seeking  relief  from  a 
regulation  in  14  CFR  Part  103  pertidning 
to  air  commerce  could  (1)  petition  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  for  an 
exemption  under  14  CFR  11.25,  (2)  apply 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administrator 
(or  in  an  emergency  to  a  Flight  Stand¬ 
ards  District  Office)  for  authority  for 
deviation,  or  (3)  petition  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board  (consisting 
of  representatives  of  the  four  operating 
administrations)  for  a  special  permit  for 
a  waiver  or  exemption.  The  proposed 
regulations  would  the  exclusive  body 
of  procedures  for  all  such  future  admin¬ 
istrative  relief  actions. 

The  proposed  regulations  would  de¬ 
scribe  in  general  terms,  what  must  be 
Included  in  applications  for  exemptions 
and  specify  that  all  applications  are  to 
be  filed  with  the  Bureau’s  Office  of  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Operations.  Except  in 
those  situations  in  which  an  applicant 
asserts  that  an  existing  emergency  re¬ 
quires  priority  processing,  applications 
would  have  to  be  filed  at  least  120  days 
before  the  proposed  effective  date.  When 
an  applicant  asserts  that  an  existing 
emergency  requires  priority  processing, 
and  supplies  supporting  facts  and  rea¬ 
sons.  he  would  have  the  choice  of  apply¬ 
ing  in  the  normal  fashion  by  written 
submission  or  he  could  apply  by  tele¬ 
phone  with  a  follow-up  written  filing 
within  15  days. 

Upon  receipt  of  an  application  it  would 
be  reviewed  for  completeness  and  dock¬ 
eted  if  complete  or  returned  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  if  incomplete.  If  it  is  asserted 
by  the  applicant  that  there  is  an  existing 
«nergency,  an  immediate  examination 
of  the  supporting  facts  and  reasons  would 
be  conducted  and  a  determination  made 
as  to  whether  or  not  an  emergency  Justi¬ 
fying  priority  processing  did  in  fact  exist. 
If  determined  that  it  did  not  exist,  the 
applicant  would  be  so  notifl^  and  the 
application  would  be  processed  on  a  rou¬ 
tine  basis.  If  determined  that  an  emer- 
gmcy  did  exist,  the  iqjplication  would  be 
processed  on  a  priority  basis  in  which 
case  the  usual  public  proceeding  (FxiK 


SBSL  Rboistbb  notice  and  opportunity  for 
public  comments)  could  be  omitted. 

The  bases  upcm  which  determinations 
of  existing  emergencies  would  be  made 
are  set  forth  in  proposed  i  107.9. 

Renewal  applications  would  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  same  manner  as  original 
applications  and  would  be  required  to 
meet  the  same  requirements.  Under  the 
proposed  regulations  the  Bureau  would 
publish  a  notice  of  each  application  in 
the  Fxocral  Registxr  (prob^ly  a  we^y 
or  bi-weekly  compilation  in  digest  form) 
and  afford  an  opportunity  to  comment. 
If  the  application  is  granted,  notice  of 
the  grant  would  also  be  published. 

No  public  hearing,  argvunent  or  other 
formal  proceeding  would  be  held  on  an 
a];H>lication  before  its  disposition.  Any 
interested  person  could,  upon  written  re¬ 
quest.  appear  before  an  appropriate  of¬ 
ficial  of  the  Bureau  to  discuss  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  its  deniaL  Applications,  including 
their  related  safety  analyses,  and  public 
comments  would  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  Bureau’s  public  docket  room. 

An  exemption  would  be  terminated 
upon  a  determination,  after  notice  to  the 
holder,  that  it  was  no  longer  consistent 
with  ^e  public  Interest;  that  it  is  no 
longer  needed  because  of  a  change  in 
the  regulations;  or  that  it  was  granted 
on  the  basis  of  false,  fraudulent  or  mis¬ 
leading  representation  or  information. 
Likewise,  an  exonpticm  could  be  sus¬ 
pended  upon  a  determination  that  it  was 
not  being  exercised  in  accordance  with  its 
terms  or  that  new  information  requires 
it  to  be  amended  to  adequately  protect 
life  and  property. 

The  proposed  effective  date  is  October 
16.  1975. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  views  and  comments  on  the  proposal. 
A  public  hearing  will  bo  bold  for  that 
purpose  at  9:30  am.  on  August  26,  1975, 
in  the  third  fioor  auditorium  of  Federal 
Office  Building  lOA  (coimnonly  referred 
to  as  the  FAA  Building)  located  at  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Interested  persons  not  desiring  to 
present  oral  presentations  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  in  writing.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section, 
Materials  'Transportation  Bureau,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  Trans 
Point  Building,  Washlt^n,  D.C.  20590. 
All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  September  12.  1975,  will 
be  considered,  and  will  be  available  in 
the  docket  for  examination  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  will  be  treated  as  sug¬ 
gestions  for  future  rule  making. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  In  ’Title  14,  Ctode  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  revoke  S  103.5. 

2.  In  Title  46.  Code  of  Federal  Regiila- 
tions,  amend  <1 142.02-25  by  (1)  adding 
the  words  “Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (f)  of  this  secticm.’’  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  paragraph  (a),  and  (2)  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (f )  to  read  as  follows : 

(f)  Petitions  for  exemptkms  or  any 
other  form  of  administrative  relief  from 


any  requirement  of  this  Part  146  shall 
be  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Op- 
erations  in  accordance  with  49  CFR 
Part  107. 

§§  170.13  and  170.15  [Revoked] 

3.  In  Title  49.  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  revoke  §S  170.13  and  170.15. 

4.  In  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of 
SubUtle  B  of  TIUe  49.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  establish  a  new  Part  107 
and  establish  therein  a  new  Subpart  A  as 
set  forth  below. 

PART  107— PROCEDURES 

Swbpart  A — ExempUens 

im.i  sc(^. 

107.3  PurpoM. 

107.6  AppUcatlons  for  exeiiq>tlon. 

107.7  Administrative  review  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

107g  Determination  of  existing  emer¬ 

gency. 

107.11  Processing  of  appUcatlons. 

107.13  Withdrawal  of  iqipllcatlons. 

107.15  Termination  of  exemptions. 

107.17  Availability  for  public  Inspection. 

AxrrHoamr:  Sec.  107,  Pub.  L.  93-S33,  88 
Stat.  2168  49  UA.C.  1806);  18  U.B.O.  831-886; 
RJB.  4472(11)  (46  UA.C.  170(11));  see.  601 

(c) .  Pub.  L.  86-726,  72  Stat.  776  (40  U.S.C. 
1421(c),  (49  CFR  1.64  (f)-(h)). 

Subpart  A — Exemptions 
§  107.1  Scope. 

This  part  prescribes  procedures 
governing  exemptions  from  regulaticms 
governing  the  transportation  of  hazard¬ 
ous  materials. 

§  107.3  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  provide 
a  means  by  which  persons  who  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  requirements  of  this  sidi- 
chapter.  Subchapter  C  of  this  chapter,  14 
CFTl  Part  103,  or  46  CFR  Part  64  or  Part 
146  may  obtain  administrative  reUef 
therefrom  on  the  basis  ci  equivalent 
levels  of  safety  or  levels  ot  safety  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  and  the 
policy  of  the  Hazardous  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Act. 

§  107.5  .Applications  fw  exemption. 

(a)  Any  person  who  is  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  this  subchapter.  Sub¬ 
chapter  C  of  this  chapter,  14  CFR  Part 
103,  or  46  CFR  Part  146  may  apply  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations  (OHMO),  for  an  exemption 
fitHn  those  requirements. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  this  section,  each  application  filed 
under  this  section  for  an  exemption  or 
tite  renewal  of  an  exemption  must — 

(1)  Be  submitted  in  triplicate  to: 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 
n.S.  IDepartment  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590; 

(2)  Set  forth  the  text  or  substance  of 
the  regulation  from  which  the  exemption 
is  sought; 

(3)  State  the  name,  address,  and  tele¬ 
phone  number  ot  the  ai^licant: 

(4)  Include  a  detailed  description,  of 
the  proposal.  Including  when  iq>propriate. 
drawing,  plans,  calculations,  procedures, 
test  results,  previous  exemptions,  aiH>rov- 
als  or  permits,  a  list  of  specification 
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containers.  If  any,  to  be  used,  a  list  of 
modified  specification  cmitainers.  If  any, 
to  be  used,  and  a  description  of  the  mod¬ 
ifications,  and  any  other  supporting 
information; 

(5)  State  the  chemical  name,  c(Hnm(m 
name,  hazard  classification,  form,  quan¬ 
tity,  pr(H>erties,  and  characteristics  of 
the  material  covered  by  the  proposal,-  in¬ 
cluding  compositicm  and  percentage 
(specified  by  volume  or  weight)  of  each 
chemical,  if  a  solution  or  mixture; 

(6)  Describe  all  relevant  shipping  or 
accident  experience; 

(7)  Specify  the  proposed  mode  of 
transF>ortation,  and  any  special  trans¬ 
portation  controls  which  ^e  applicant 
considers  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
compensate  for  any  increased  risks  that 
are  likely  to  result  if  the  exemption  is 
granted; 

(8)  Specify  the  proposed  dxu%ti(Hi  or 
describe  the  proposed  schedule  of  events 
for  which  the  exemption  is  sought; 

(9)  State  why  the  applicant  believes 
the  pn^msal  will  achieve  a  level  of  safety 
which — 

(i)  Is  at  least  equal  to  that  specified 
in  the  regulation  frmn  which  the  ex¬ 
emption  is  sought,  or  , 

(ii)  If  the  regulations  do  not  contain 
a  specified  level  of  safety,  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  Interest  and  will 
adequately  protect  against  the  risks  to 
life  and  property  which  are  inherent  in 
the  transportation  of  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials  in  ccxnmerce; 

(10)  Specify  any  part  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  and  data  submitted  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  be  withheld  from  public 
disclosure  and  the  reason  for  the  re¬ 
quest;  and 

(11)  If  the  applicant  wants  the  appli- 
cati(m  to  be  given  priority  treatment  on 
the  basis  of  an  existing  emergency,  set 
forth  the  supporting  facts  and  reasons. 

(c)  TO  permit  timely  consideration,  an 
applicaticm  which  does  not  seek  priority 
treatment  cm  the  basis  of  an  existing 
emergency,  must  be  submitted  at  least 
120  days  l^ore  the  requested  effective 
date. 

(d)  An  aiHilication  which  seeks  pri¬ 
ority  treatment  on  the  basis  of  an  exist¬ 
ing  CTiergency  may  be  initiated  by  tele- 
phcme.  However,  it  must  include  all  of 
the  supporting  information  otherwise  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (b)  (2)  through 
(11)  of  this  section  and  must  be  con¬ 
firmed  by  the  submission  of  a  written 
ai^lication  within  15  days  thereafter. 

§  107.7  Admini^itrative  re\'irw  of  apfdi- 
cations. 

(a)  The  Director,  OHMO,  reviews  each 
applicaticm  for  an  exemption  or  renewal 
of  an  exemption  to  determine  whether 
it  is  ccMnplete  and  conforms  with  the  re- 
quii^nents  of  this  part.  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  pcu'agraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
this  determination  will  be  made  within 
30  days  of  the  receipt  of  the  application. 
If  it  is  not  returned  to  the  applicant  at 
the  end  of  that  period,  it  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  as  provided  in  S  107.11.  If  an  fur¬ 
cation  is  returned,  the  applicant  will  be 
Infcxmed  in  what  respects  the  aiu>lica- 
tion  is  inc(»nplete. 


(b)  If  the  Directs*,  OHMO,  det»- 
mlnes  that  an  emergency  exists  and  that 
the  application  is  cfxnplete,  it  will  be 
processed  on  a  priority  basis  in  which 
case  the  Director  may  waive  the  pro¬ 
visions  for  notice  and  (U>Portimlty  for 
public  comment.  If  the  Director,  OHMO, 
cannot  determine  that  an  emergency 
exists,  he  notifies  the  applicant  im¬ 
mediately  and  the  application,  if  other¬ 
wise  complete,  is  processed  on  a  routine 
basis. 

§  107.9  Determination  of  existing  emer¬ 
gency. 

(a)  The  Director,  OHMO,  shall  de¬ 
termine  that  an  raiergency  exists  if,  on 
the  basis  of  information  submitted  in 
the  apidicatlon  and  his  own  investiga¬ 
tion,  he  finds  that — , 

(1)  Existing  conditions  require  the 
haz8.rdous  material  concerned  to  be 
transported  in  commerce  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  life  or  property  (other  than 
the  hazardous  material  to  be  trans¬ 
ported)  ;  and 

(2)  The  protection  of  life  or  property 
to  be  provided  by  the  hazardous  mate¬ 
rial  would  not  be  possible  if  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  processed  on  a  routine  basis. 

(b)  The  Director,  OHMO,  may  deter¬ 
mine  that  an  emergency  exists  if,  on  the 
basis  of  information  submitted  in  the 
application,  he  finds  that — 

(1)  Existing  conditions  require  the 
hazardous  material  concerned  to  be 
transported  in  commerce  to  prevent  or 
minimize  serious  economic  loss;  and 

(2)  Ihe  prevention  or  minimizing  of 
serious  economic  loss  to  be  provided  by 
the  hsizardous  material  would  not  be 
possible  if  the  application  is  processed  on 
a  routine  basis; 

(c)  In  determining  what  constitutes 
serious  economic  loss  imder  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  Director,  OHMO, 
considers  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
expected  loss. 

§  107.11  Processing  of  applications. 

(a)  After  an  a]n>lication  for  an  ex¬ 
emption  or  renewal  of  an  exemption  is 
determined  to  be  complete,  the  Director, 
OHMO,  dockets  the  application  and  pub¬ 
lishes  a  notice  In  the  Federal  Register 
affording  an  opportunity  for  interested 
persons  to  comment.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  the  close  of  the  comment 
period  are  considered  before  final  action 
Is  taken  on  an  a];H>licatlon. 

(b)  No  public  hearing,  argmnent,  or 
other  formal  proceeding  is  held  directly 
on  an  iqiplication  filed  under  this  part 
before  its  disposition  under  this  section. 
However,  during  the  processing  of  an 
application  the  Director,  OHMO,  may 
require  the  applicant  to  supply  addi¬ 
tional  information. 

(c)  Any  interested  person  may,  upon 
writtMi  reque^,  iqipear  informally  be¬ 
fore  an  appropriate  c^cial  of  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations  to 
(Uscuss  an  aiH^ication  for  exemption  or 
the  action  taken  in  response  to  an  ap- 
idication. 

(d)  If  the  Director,  OHMO,  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  api^ication  does  not  con- 
tcdn  adequate  Justification,  he  denies  It 


and  notifies  the  af8>llcant  in  writing.  He 
also  publishes  in  the  Federal  Register 
a  notice  of  the  denial. 

(e)  If  the  Director.  OBDNfO.  determines 
that  the  aiH>lication  cmitains  adequate 
Justification,  he  grants  it  subject  to  such 
terms  as  he  considers  necessary,  and  no¬ 
tifies  the  ai^licant  in  writing.  He  also 
publishes  in  the  Federal  Register  a  no¬ 
tice  of  the  grant. 

(f)  If  the  Director,  OHMO,  determines 
that  an  application  concerns  a  matter  of 
such  general  ai^licability  and  future  ef¬ 
fect  as  to  warrant  being  made  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  rule  making,  he  may  initiate  rule 
making  under  Part  102  of  this  chapter  in 
addition  to  or  in  lieu  of  granting  or  deny¬ 
ing  the  application. 

§  107.13  Withdrawal  of  applications. 

(a)  An  applicant  may  withdraw  an 
application  at,  any  time  prior  to  it  being 
finally  determined.  When  an  application 
is  withdrawn  after  publication  of  the  no¬ 
tice  of  application  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  the  Director,  OHMO,  publishes  a 
notice  of  withdrawal  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(b)  Withdrawal  of  an  application  does 
not  authorize  the  removal  of  any  related 
records  frmn  the  dockets  or  files  of  the 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Opera¬ 
tions. 

§  107.15  Termination  of  exemptions. 

(a)  An  exemption  terminates  accord¬ 
ing  to  its  terms  but  not  later  than  two 
years  after  the  date  of  Issuance  unless 
terminated  sooner  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  The  Director,  OHMO,  may  suspend 
an  exemptitm  if  he  determines  that — 

(1)  An  activity  under  the  exemption  is 
not  being  performed  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  exemption;  or 

(2)  On  the  basis  of  information  not 
available  at  the  time  it  was  granted,  an 
amendment  to  the  terms  of  the  exemp¬ 
tion  is  necessary  to  adequately  protrot 
against  risks  to  life  and  property. 

(c)  The  Director,  OHMO,  terminates 
an  exemption  if  he  determines  that — 

(1)  The  exemption  is  no  longer  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest; 

(2)  The  exemption  is  no  longer  neces¬ 
sary  because  of  an  amendment  to  the 
regulations;  or 

(3)  The  exemption  was  granted  on  the 
basis  of  false,  fraudulent,  or  misleading 
representations  or  information. 

(d)  Unless  the  Director.  OHMO.  be¬ 
lieves  that  immediate  suspension  or  ter¬ 
mination  is  necessary  to  abate  the  risk 
of  an  Imminent  hazard,  he  notifies  the 
holder  in  writing  and  provides  the  holder 
an  opportunity  to  show  why  the  exemp¬ 
tion  should  not  be  suspended  or  ter¬ 
minated.  before  he  suspends  or  termi¬ 
nates  an  exemption  under  paragraph  (b) 
or  (c)  of  this  sectimi. 

§  107.17  Availability  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Information  relevant  to  an  appli¬ 
cation  under  this  part.  Including  the  ap¬ 
plicaticm  and  supporting  data,  memo¬ 
randa  of  informal  meetings  held  with 
the  applicant  or  any  other  interested 
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person  iinder  f  107.11(c),  and  the  grant 
or  denial  of  the  application.  Is  available 
for  public  Inspectkm,  except  as  qjecifled 
In  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  at  the 
OfiBce  of  Hazardous  Materials  Opera¬ 
tions.  Trans  Point  Building,  2100  2nd 
Street  SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20590. 
Copies  of  available  Information  may  be 
obtained,  as  provided  in  Part  7  of  this 
tlUe. 

(b)  Information  made  available  for 
Inspection  «h»ii  not  include  materials  not 
relevant  to  the  petition  that  are  to  be 
withheld  from  the  public  In  accordance 
with  section  552(b)  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  30, 
1975. 

Alan  I.  Roberts, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.75-20264  FUed  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Automated  Data  and  Telecommunications 
Service 

[41CFR  Part  101^2} 

PROCUREMENT  DOCUMENTS  FOR  ADP 
SYSTEMS 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C.  486(c)). 
that  the  General  Services  Administration 
(OSA)  is  considering  amending  41  CFR 
Part  101-32,  Government-wide  Auto¬ 
mated  Data  Management  Services. 

llie  proposed  amendment  prescribes 
the  use  of  the  “Solicitation  Document  for 
ADP  Systems”  and  the  “General  Instruc¬ 
tions  to  Offerors  Governing  Proposal 
Preparation.”  These  two  documents, 
when  combined,  form  the  basis  of  the 
Request  for  Proposal  (RPP).  The  guid¬ 
ance  for  their  use  Is  set  forth  In  the 
document  entitled  “Guidance  to  Federal 
Agencies  on  the  Preparation  of  Specifi¬ 
cations.  Selection,  and  Acquisition  of  Au¬ 
tomatic  Data  Processing  Systems.”  These 
documents  were  developed  by  GSA  In  co¬ 
ordination  with  other  Federal  agencies 
and  the  ADP  industry.  Government-wide 
use  of  these  documents  should  result  In 
a  shorter  ADP  sytems  procurement  cycle 
and  should  permit  optimum  use  of  pro¬ 
curement  personnel  resources. 

Federal  agencies  are  authorized  to  use 
these  documents  on  a  volimtary  basis 
during  the  comment  reconciliation  pe¬ 
riod  and  for  a  period  thereafter.  The 
codified  amendment  will  be  effective  6 
months  after  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  The  “Solicitation  Docu¬ 
ment  for  ADP  Sinstems”  and  the  “Gen¬ 
eral  Instructions  to  Offerors  Governing 
Proposal  Preparation”  are  to  be  used  for 
all  negotiate^  competitive  ADP  systems 
procurements  by  Federal  agencies  where 
their  RFP  is  scheduled  for  release  90 
days  subsequent  to  that  6-month  period. 

Anyone  wishing  to  submlL  commMits 
may  write  to  the  General  Services  Ad- 


mlnlstratkm  (CP) ,  Washington,  D.C. 
20405.  on  or  before  October  3,  1975. 

Note:  The  documents  referred  to  in 
this  proposed  amendment  are  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 

T.  D.  POCKORZOS, 
Commissioner,  Automated  Data 
and  Telecommunications 
Service. 

As  proposed,  the  amendment  to  the 
regulations  would  read  as  follows: 


PART  101-32— GOVERNMENT-WIDE 

AUTOMATED  DATA  MANAGEMENT 

SERVICES 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101-32 
is  amended  by  the  following  new  entries: 

101-32.410  Procurement  documents  for 
ADP  systems. 

101-32.410-1  Use  of  prociirement  docu¬ 
ments. 

101-32.410-2  AvaUebUlty  of  procurement 
documents. 

101-32.410-3  GSA  assistance. 

Subpart  101-32.4 — Procurement  and 
Contracting 

Sections  101-32.410  through  101-32.- 
410-3  are  added  as  follows: 

§  101—32.410  Procurement  documents 
for  ADP  systems. 

The  following  procurement  documents 
shall  be  used  for  all  negotiated,  compet¬ 
itive  ADP  systems  procurements  and 
should  be  used  to  the  maximum  prac¬ 
ticable  extent  for  all  other  negotiated, 
competitive  AIX*  equipment  procure¬ 
ments.  An  ADP  system  Is  the  total  com¬ 
plement  of  Individual  machines  and  op¬ 
erating  software  that  operates  as  an  in¬ 
tegrated  group. 

(a)  The  “Guidance  to  Federal  Agencies 
on  the  Preparation  of  Specifications,  Se¬ 
lection,  and  Acquisition  of  Automated 
Data  Processing  Systems”  provides  guid¬ 
ance  to  Federal  agencies  on  the  use  of 
the  solicitation  document; 

(b)  The  “General  Instructions  to  Of¬ 
ferors  Governing  Proposal  Preparation” 
contains  the  solicitation  conditions,  re¬ 
quired  format  for  proposals,  and  In¬ 
structions  on  completion  of  price 
tables;  and 

(c)  The  “Solicitation  Docxunent  for 
ADP  Systems”  sets  forth  the  standard 
contract  format  and  clauses  required  for 
ADP  system  procurements. 

§  101—32.410—1  Use  of  procurement 
documents. 

The  “Solicitation  Document  for  ADP 
Systems”  and  the  “Goieral  Instructions 
to  Offerors  Governing  Proposal  Prepeu^- 
tion,”  when  combined,  form  the  basis  of 
the  Request  for  Proposal.  The  guidance 
fm*  their  use  is  as  foDows: 

(a)  The  “Solicitation  Document  for 
ADP  Systems”  provides  the  flexibility 
needed  to  accommodate  the  unique  re¬ 
quirements  of  each  AIH*  system  procure¬ 
ment.  Section  I  of  the  document  entitled 
“Guidance  to  Federal  Agencies  on  the 
Preparation  of  Specifications.  Selection, 
and  Acquisition  of  Automatic  Data  Proc¬ 
essing  Systems”  sets  forth  the  procedures 
for  using  this  solicitation  document. 


These  procedures  were  designed  to 
achieve  the  optimum  degree  of  uniform¬ 
ity  among  ADP  systems  solicitations 
Issued  by  Federal  agencies. 

(b)  TTie  “General  Instructions  to  Of¬ 
ferors  Governing  Proposal  Preparation” 
prescribes  the  solicitation  Instructions, 
conditions,  and  proposal  format.  Usually, 
this  document  would  not  be  revised.  If, 
however,  there  Is  an  instance  in  which 
these  Instructions  must  be  changed,  the 
agency  must  Indicate  each  such  change 
In  a  cover  letter  to  the  solicitation.  To 
assist  GSA  In  making  this  a  more  viable 
and  useful  document,  a  copy  at  the 
change(s)  and  the  rationale  therefor 
shall  be  forwarded  to  GSA. 

§  101-32.410-2  AvailMbility  of  procure¬ 
ment  documents. 

The  agency  shall  use  the  current  edi¬ 
tion  of  the  iHocurement  doeiunents  fm* 
each  ADP  system  procur^nent.  GSA  will 
furnish  copies  of  the  current  editions, 
but  the  agency  Is  responsible  for  r^u*o- 
ducing  sufficient  copies  to  meet  its  re¬ 
quirements.  To  ensure  that  the  most  re¬ 
cent  information  is  available  for  use  in 
each  procurement,  agency  procurement 
personnel  should  contact  GSA  to  verify 
that  they  have  the  most  recent 
change(s). 

§  101—32.410—3  GSA  assistance. 

The  agency  shall  contact  the  General 
Services  Administration  (CDP),  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20405  (telephone:  202  343- 
3137),  to  submit  revisions  or  changes, 
to  request  waivers,  or  to  request  any 
other  information  pertaining  to  the  pro- 
curonent  documents. 

(Sec.  206(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  UJ3.C.  486(c)) 

I  FR  Doc.75-30142  FUed  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROT£CTION 
AGENCY 

fFBI.  410-4] 

[40  CFR  Part  52] 

PENNSYLVANIA  IMPLEMENTATION  PLAN 
Proposed  Revision 

On  May  15,  1975,  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  submitted  to  the  Re- 
gloiud  Administrator  a  proposal  request¬ 
ing  that  an  amendment  to  Title  3.  Air 
Management  Code  3-207  of  the  Phila¬ 
delphia  Code  be  approved  as  a  revision 
to  the  Pennsylvania  Implementation 
Plan  for  the  attainment  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  national  ambloit  air  quality 
standards.  The  amoidment  delays  the 
0.3%  sulfur-ln-fuel  restriction  to  Octo¬ 
ber  1.  1975.  This  restriction  had  been 
scheduled  for  March  31, 1975,  as  approved 
in  the  Federal  Registee  (40  FR  14595). 
The  Chty  of  Philadelphia  has  Justified 
this  request  for  the  fcdlowlng  reasons: 

(1)  To  provide  additional  time  to  re¬ 
view  the  present  sulfur  dioxide  control 
strategy. 

(2)  To  mme  accurately  define  the  re¬ 
lationships  between  emissions  and  ob¬ 
served  air  quality. 

(3)  To  provide  a  clearer  indicatioa  of 
requirements  to  achieve  and  maintain 
standards. 
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The  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania 
submitted  proof  that  a  pul^  hearing 
with  adequate  public  notice  was  held  cm 
February  18, 1975,  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
viewing  the  proposed  revision,  pursuant 
to  40  CFR  Part  51,  Requirements  tor 
Preparation,  Adoption  and  Submittal  of 
State  Implementation  E^ans. 

This  notice  is  to  advise  fhe  public  of 
receipt  of  this  proposal,  and  to  request 
public  comment.  Only  those  comments 
received  on  or  before  September  3,  1975, 
will  be  considered. 

The  Administrator’s  decision  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  this  request  by  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  will  be 
based  on  whether  or  not  it  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  110(a)  (2)  (A) -(H) 
of  thd  Clean  Air  Act  and  the  requirements 
of  40  CFR  Part  51. 

C(H>ies  of  the  proposed  revision  are 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  OfBces  of : 

(1)  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  m,  Curtis  Building, 
Second  Floor,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106. 

(2)  Philadelphia  Air  Management 
Services,  4320  Wissahlckon  Avenue,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pennsylvania  19129. 

(3)  Pennsylvania  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Resoiirces,  Diird  and  Locust 
Streets,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17120. 

(4)  Freedom  of  Information  Center, 
EPA,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

All  comments  should  be  addressed  to 
Howard  Heim,  Chief,  Air  Planning 
Branch,  Division  of  Air  and  Hazardous 
Materials,  EPA-Region  m,  Curtis  Build¬ 
ing,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania,  19106,  (ATr:AH003 
Pa). 

(42  U.S.C.  1857  C-5) 

Dated:  July  22,  1975. 

Daniel  J.  Snyder,  m. 
Regional  Administrator.  Region  2. 

[FR  Doc.75-20119  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(Docket  No.  19720:  RM-1915,  etc  ] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Table  of  Assignments;  Miss. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Tupelo  stnd  Bald- 
wyn,  Mississippi,  Docket  No.  19720,  RM- 
1915,  RM-2369,  RM-2412. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  It  the 
Petition  for  Reconsideration  filed  on 
October  10,  1973,  by  Town  ‘N*  Country 
Broadcasting  Ccmipany  (“TNC”).  TNC 
seeks  reconsideration  of  our  Septem¬ 
ber  11,  1973,  Report  and  Order  In  which 
we  denied  Its  proposal  to  assign  Chaimel 
240A  to  Tupelo,  Mlsslssi]»>l,  as  its  second 
FM  assignment.  In  seeking  recxmsldera- 
tlon,  TNC  alleges  that  the  Commission 
fsdled  to  give  It  due  process  because  It 
took  Into  accoimt  a  letter  from  the  Bald- 
ttryn,  Mississippi,  mayor  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  after  the  cut-off  date  fm*  filing 


coimteirmx>posals  In  this  docket.  In  re¬ 
fusing  th^  to  make  the  assignment  to 
Tupdo,  we  noted  that  doing  so  would 
have  precluded  Baldwyn  from  having 
any  future  local  FM  service. 

2.  TNC  also  requests  a  correction  of 
the  R^X)rt  and  Order  with  respect  to  the 
statement  concerning  Tupelo’s  broadcast 
services.  TNC  is  correct  In  noting  the 
error  which  wfil  be  taken  into  account 
In  the  res(dutlon  of  the  Further  Notice 
we  here  are  issuing.  We  agree  that 
Tupelo  received  local  aiural  service  from 
3  AM  stations  (1  of  which  was  a  day¬ 
time-only  service)  and  1  FM  station 
(Channel  253)  but  that  no  AM  station 
was  under  construction. 

3.  TNC  filed  a  supplement  to  Its  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  on  May  7,  1974. 
Section  405  of  the  Communications  Act 
states  that  petitions  for  reconsideration 
of  an  Order  must  be  filed  within  30  days 
and  Section  1.106(f)  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  applies  this  30-day  filing 
period  to  supplements  to  such  petitions. 
Since  the  supplement  was  not  filed 
within  this  mandated  period,  and  no 
showing  to  support  the  acceptance  of 
this  late  filed  material  was  made,  we 
shall  dismiss  this  supplemental  filing. 

4.  InTNC’s  petition  it  asserts  that  our 
taking  cognizance  of  a  letter  submitted, 
after  our  cut-off  date,  by  the  mayor  of 
Baldwyn,  Mississippi,  had  the  effect  of 
depriving  it  of  due  process.  The  letter 
stated  that  there  was  interest  in  use  of 
the  channel  at  Baldwyn  and  that  the 
Commission  should  not  foreclose  that 
(XHiimimity’s  .only  chance  for  local 
broadcast  service.  We  do  not  agree  that 
this  action  had  such  an  effect  or  that 
it  was  vl(^attve  of  our  cut-off  procedure. 
As  we  stated  in  our  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order  in  Anamosa/Iowa 
City,  Iowa,  46  F.C.C.  2d  520  (1974)  : 

“Unless  procedural  requirements  are 
observed,  we  would  face  difficulties  In 
exercising  our  regulatory  responsibilities, 
haidly  a  situation  to  benefit  the  public.’’ 
(at  521) 

Without  the  cut-off  procedure,  the  rule 
making  process  could  be  severely 
hampered.  Nontheless,  it  must  be  recog¬ 
nized  that  we  were  not  dealing  with  the 
cut-off  as  such,  since  no  counterproposal 
was  before  us.  Nor,  of  course,  did  we  act 
in  relismce  on  the  submission  and  assign 
Channel  240A  to  Baldwyn.  Rather,  our 
decision  to  withhold  a  Tupelo  assignment 
for  a  short  period  was  on  the  basis  of 
the  preclusionary  effect  of  making  the 
proposed  Tupelo  assignment.  It  has  been 
long  recogni^  that  providing  first  local 
FM  service  to  a  community  is  a  most  im¬ 
portant  public  interest  goal.*  Since  FM 
channels  are  a  limited  resource,  we  re¬ 
quire  that  petitioners  for  FM  assign¬ 
ments  to  communities  (other  than  first 
assignments  to  small  .communities  not 
located  near  large  population  centers) 
submit  preclusion  studies.  Such  studies 


*See  tbo  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  In  Docket  14185,  adopted  July  25, 
1962  (FCX/  62-867) ,  and  Incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  In  para.  26  of  the  Third  Report, 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  (40  F.C.C. 
747,  758  (1968)). 


are  expected  to  show  whether  the  co¬ 
channel  and  6  adjacent  channels  will  be 
precluded  from  future  use  in  communi¬ 
ties  in  surrounding  areas.* 

5.  On  occasion  in  the  past  we  have 
denied  requests  to  amend  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments  if  granting  the  request 
would  prevent  a  community,  then  with¬ 
out  a  local  aural  service,  from  being  as¬ 
signed  a  first  FM  channel  in  the  future. 
In  this  case,  we  simply  acted  to  defer,  not 
refuse,  a  second  Tupelo  assignment  so 
the  possibility  of  a  Baldwyn  assignment 
could  be  examined  if  a  petitioner  stepped 
forward  within  a  reasonable  time.  Fail¬ 
ing  this  we  indicated  a  readiness  to  again 
consider  the  Tupelo  proposal  by  itself. 
This  was  sufficient  reason  for  delay  even 
if  the  letter  from  Baldwyn’s  mayor  did 
not  set  forth  the  “special  circumstances’’ 
or  “overwhelming  need’’  required  to  per¬ 
mit  reliance  upon  a  late-filed  counter¬ 
proposal,  Anamosa/Iowa  City,  Iowa,  46 
F.C.C.  2d  520,  522  (1974). 

6.  Now  that  a  Baldw3m  proposal  is  be¬ 
fore  us,  no  purpose  would  be  served  by  a 
complete  denial  of  the  subject  petition.* 
Instead,  we  can  grant  it  to  the  extent  of 
reopening  the  proceeding,  thus  permit¬ 
ting  a  comparison  to  be  made  on  ^e  pro¬ 
posed  use  of  Channel  240A.  Because  of 
their  location,  the  channel  could  only 
be  used  at  one  community,  not  both. 
Moreover,  they  are  too  far  apart  for  the 
provisions  of  the  10-mile  rule  to  permit 
the  assignment  to  be  made  at  Tupelo  and 
the  307(b)  choice  left  to  a  hearing  be¬ 
tween  it  and  Baldwyn. 

7.  Tupelo  (p(H>.  20,471) ,  the  seat  of  Lee 
County  (pop.  46,148) ,  is  located  in  north¬ 
eastern  Mississippi,  approximately  95 
miles  southeast  of  Memphis,  Tennessee. 
Baldwyn  (pop.  2,366),  located  on  the 
border  of  Lee  and  Prentiss  Counties  (pop. 
20,133),  is  aimroximately  17  miles  north- 
northeast  of  Tupelo.  Local  broadcast 
service  at  Tupelo  Is  provided  by  a  VHP 
television  station,  three  AM  stations — 
WEIXD,  WTDP,  and  TNC’s  station, 
WJLJ— and  PM  Station  WELO-PM 
(Channel  253).  Baldwsm  currently  re¬ 
ceives  no  local  aural  service.  Both  peti¬ 
tioners  have  adduced  evidence  demon¬ 
strating  that  Tupelo  and  Baldwyn  have 
sufficient  amounts  of  economic  activity 
to  Justify  a  second  and  a  first  FM  as¬ 
signment,  respectively. 

8.  With  respect  to  the  petitions’  tech¬ 
nical  feasibility,  the  channel  may  be  as¬ 
signed  to  either  community  without  af¬ 
fecting  any  existing  FM  assigmnent. 
Adoption  of  either  proposal  Would  cause 
only  co-channel  preclusion.  Baldwyn  is 
the  only  community  of  significant  size 
located  in  the  area  which  does  not  have 
local  aural  service.  The  engineering 
statements  submitted  by  both  petitioners 
indicate  that  the  requested  channel  is 
the  only  commercial  channel  available 
for  that  area.  The  transmitter  site  for  a 
station  operating  on  Channel  240A  at 


*  Additional  FM  Assignments,  8  F.C.C.  2d 
79  (1967). 

*  Finally,  we  cannot  agree  that  the  failure 
to  me  a  Baldwyn  proposal  In  6  months  is  a 
bar  to  later  filing.  Rather,  that  was  cmly  a 
grace  period  after  which  Tupelo  could  re-file. 
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Tupelo,  however,  would  have  to  be 
located  5  miles  northwest  of  that  com¬ 
munity.  Intermixture  of  classes  of  chan¬ 
nels  would  occur  at  Tupelo  if  Channel 
240A  were  assigned  to  that  community. 

9.  The  re6(rfution  of  these  conflicting 
proposals  will  be  determined  by  weighing 
the  public  interest  considerations  poeed 
in  each.  We  therefore  invite  discussion 
on  the  intermixture  and  preclusion 
iss\ies  mentioned  in  this  Notice  and  other 
issues  which  might  be  useful  for  the 
Ccxnmission  to  consider. 

10.  Therefore  the  following  alterna¬ 
tive  amendments  to  the  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  Section  73.202(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  are 
proposed: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

.  258 

2404,258 

'or 

240A 

11.  The  Commission’s  authority  to  in¬ 
stitute  rule  making  proceedings;  show¬ 
ings  required;  cut-off  procedures;  and 
flling  requironents  are  set  forth  below 
and  are  incorporated  into  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making. 

12.  Interested  parties  may  flle  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  August  21,  1975,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  1, 1975. 

13.  It  is  ordei^  that  the  subject  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  is  granted  to 
the  extent  indicated  and  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects  is  denied. 

Adopted:  July  23,  1975. 

Released:  August  1,  1975. 

Federal  ComrcmicATiONS 
Commission,* 

[seal I  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  foimd  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(1),  5(d)  (1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  i  0.281(b)  (6) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
S  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations,  as  set  forth  in  this 
notice  of  pn^iosed  rule  making. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in 
this  notice  of  pr<^xffied  rule  making.  Pro- 
ponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in  ini¬ 
tial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  is  also  expected  to  flle 
comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or 
incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its  pres¬ 
ent  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if 
it  is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build 
the  station  promptly.  Failure  to  flle  may 
lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cttf-ojf  procedures.  The  f<fllowlng 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration 
of  fllings  in  this  proceeding. 


*  CkMxunlnloners  WUey,  Chairman  Reid  and 
Robinson  dissenting. 


(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  its^  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered 
if  advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 
§  1.420(d)  of  Commission  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  ccmfllot  with  the  pro- 
posal(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  comments  in  the  proceeding, 
and  Public  Notice  to  this  effect  will  be 
given  as  long  as  they  are  flled  before  the 
date  for  flling  initial  comments  herein. 
If  flled  later  than  that,  they  will  not  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  de¬ 
cision  in  this  docket. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  IS  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  flle  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates 
set  forth  in  this  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  persons  actW  on  be¬ 
half  of  su<h  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments,  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings.  CcHnments 
shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner  by  the 
person  flling  the  comments.  Reply  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply 
is  directed.  Such  comments  and  reply 
comments  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
certificate  of  service.  (See  §  1.420  (a) ,  (b) 
and  (c)  of  the  Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  S  1.419  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  ri'sulations.  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  fourteen  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or 
other  documents  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  fllings.  All  fll¬ 
ing  made  in  this  procekling  will  be 
available  for  exaqiinatton  by  Interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room 
at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C. 

IFR  Doc.7S-aoa06  Plied  8-1-76:8:45  am] 


[47CFRPart73] 

(Docket  No.  20521] 

CORPORATE  OWNERSHIP  REPORTING 
AND  DISCLOSURE  BY  BROADCAST  LI¬ 
CENSEES 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Fiiing  Comments 
and  Reply  Comments 

1.  On  July  22,  1975,  Cox  Broadcasting 
Corporation.  Gannett  Co.,  Inc.,  Plough 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  and  Twen¬ 
tieth  Century-Fox  Film  Corporation 
(hereafter  “Cox,  et  al.”)  flled  a  motion 
for  extension  of  time  in  which  to  flle 
cmnments  and  reply  comments  in  the 
above-captioned  proceeding.  The  Notice 
of  Propoi^  Rule  Making  was  adopted  on 
June  11, 1975,  and  publication  was  made 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  24, 1975, 
40  Fed.  Reg.  26543.  The  dates  for  flling 
comments  and  reply  comment  are  pres¬ 
ently  August  11  and  August  26, 1975,  re¬ 
spectively. 


2.  The  basis  of  the  request  by  Cox,  et  al. 
is  that  the  proposed  changes  in  reporting 
requirements  of  certain  publicly-held 
corporations  require  close  analysis  of  the 
proposals  by  responsible  officials  of  the 
reporting  entitiee,  as  well  as  dose  consul¬ 
tations  between  counsel  and  the  corpo¬ 
rate  officials,  in  order  to  prepare  mean- 
inghil  comments.  It  is  contended  that  the 
coordination  problem  is  more  difBcult 
due  to  pi*evlous  business  and  vacation 
plans  ordinarily  sudsing  during  the  sum¬ 
mer  months. 

3.  We  recognize  that  the  proposals  re¬ 
quire  detailed  study  and  coordination 
with  corporate  ofScistls  and  with  other 
investment  orgsmlzations.  We  further 
recognize  that  this  process  is  somewhat 
complicated  by  vacation  plans.  Thus,  we 
find  that  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  by  a  grant  of  the  motion,  smd  we 
will  extend  the  time  for  periods  re¬ 
quested.  However,  the  Commission,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  necessity  for  final  action  in 
this  area,  hopes  to  conclude  the  process 
in  the  next  few  months,  and  we  do  not 
contemplate  grsmting  smy  further  exten¬ 
sions  in  this  proceeding. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
motion  for  extension  of  time  flled  by  Cox, 
et  al.  is  granted;  and  the  dates  for  flling 
comments  and  reply  comments  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  September  11 
and  September  26,  1975,  respectively. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d)(1), 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §!  0.281  and  1.46 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  July  25,  1975., 

Released:  July  29, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.75-20207  FUcd  8-1-78:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18CFR  Part  35] 

(Docket  No.  Rlffia-aO] 

FUEL  ADJUSTMENT  PROVISIONS  IN 
FPC  RATE  SCHEDULE 

Extension  of  Time 

July  28,  1975. 

On  July  14. 1975,  July  16. 1975,  July  17. 
1975,  July  21,  1975,  and  July  22.  1975, 
Consiuners  Power  Company,  Virginia 
Electric  and  Power  Company,  Cincin¬ 
nati  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Coal  Association  and  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  of  New  Mexico  flled  mo¬ 
tions  to  extend  the  time  for  flling  com¬ 
ments  fixed  by  notice  Issued  June  17, 
1975,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 

Notice  is  hereby  glvra  that  the  date  for 
filing  comments  in  the  above  matter  is 
extended  to  and  including  S^tember  2, 
1975  and  the  date  fm:  flling  reply  cmn- 
ments  is  extoided  to  and  Including  Oc¬ 
tober  6. 1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-30286  Piled  8-l-76;8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[16CFRPart439] 

CELLULAR  PLASTICS  PRODUCTS 
Connection 

In  m  Doc.  75-19093  appearing  on  page 
30842  of  the  Issue  for  Wednesday,  Jxily  23, 
1975,  In  the  center  column,  paragraph 
S  439.1(a),  In  the  fifth  line,  the  figure 
S  439.2(a)  is  corrected  to  read  S  439.2(b) ; 
and  on  page  30843,  the  left-hand  coliunn. 
Note  2,  paragraph  (3) ,  line  3,  the  nota¬ 
tion  ASTM  D286  is  correct^  to  read 
ASTM  E286. 

Dated:  July  30, 1975. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.7S-it0a68  PUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 
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notices 


This  ssction  of  tho  FEDERAL  REQISTEB  contains  documents  other  than  ruiea  or  proposed  niiea  that  ara  appiicabla  to  tha  public.  Notloas 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committse  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  ruiings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitiona  and  applicationa 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  ara  axamplaa  of  documents  appesring  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 

[TJJ.  75-1991 

UNMACHINED  CASTINGS  FOR  HOSE 
COUPLINGS 

Country  of  Origin  Marking;  Notice  of 
Decision 

The  following  Is  a  decision  recently 
promulgated-  by  the  United  States  Cus¬ 
toms  Service  through  its  OfBce  of  Regu¬ 
lations  and  Rulings. 

TJ>.  75-199  Unmachined  castings  for 
hose  couplings. — ^The  Customs  Service 
has  been  asked  to  review  the  ruling  is¬ 
sued  by  its  letter  dated  Mt^  18,  1970 
(363.2),  and  abstracted  as  T.D.  70-143 
(2),  regarding  the  country  of  origin 
marking  of  certain  hose  couplings  of 
malleable  iron  Imported  as  unmachined 
castings,  and  processed  into  finished  hose 
couplings  in  the  United  States. 

liie  hose  couplings  are  described  as 
two  lug  universal  hose  couplings  or  imi- 
versal  air  couplings.  They  are  imported  as 
unmachined  castings,  and  processed  af¬ 
ter  importation  by  being  machined  at  the 
end  where  the  two  coupling  lugs  appear, 
drilled  with  two  safety  pin  holes  at  the 
same  end,  threaded  with  internal  threads 
at  the  owosite  end,  cadmium  plated,  and 
assonbled  with  a  rubber  gasket  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  tight  seal  when  two  couplings  are 
joined  together. 

The  Customs  Service  ruled  in  its  letter 
of  May  18,  1970  (363.2)  that  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  the  unmachined  castings  would 
not  result  in  the  manufacture  of  a  new 
and  different  article,  or  such  a  substan¬ 
tial  transformation  of  the  imported  cast¬ 
ings  as  to  render  the  processor  the 
“ultimate  purchaser”  of  the  castings, 
within  the  meaning  of  19  U.S.C.  1304(a) . 

Subsequently,  the  United  States  Cus¬ 
toms  Court  issued  its  decision  in  the  case 
of  Midwood  Industries,  Inc.  v.  United 
States.  64  Cust.  Ct.  499,  C.D.  4026  (1970), 
holding  that  the  processor  in  the  United 
States  was  the  “ultimate  purchaser,”  for 
the  purposes  of  19  U.S.C.  1304(a) ,  of  cer¬ 
tain  steel  forgings  which  were  processed 
after  importation  into  finished  welding 
fittings  and  fianges. 

The  (Customs  Service  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  principle  of  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  Midwood  Industries,  Inc.  v.  United 
States  is  applicable  to  the  unmachlned 
hose  coupling  castings  in  question.  Al¬ 
though  the  castings  are  made  as  close  to 
the  dimensions  of  ultimate  finished  fm^n 
as  possible,  they  must  be  further  proc¬ 
essed  by  the  substantial  manufacturing 


operations  described  above  in  order  to 
transform  them  into  goods  which  are  of 
use  to  the  final  consumer. 

Accordingly,  the  “ultimate  purchaser” 
of  the  unmachlned  castings  is  deemed  to 
be  the  processor  who  transforms 
them  into  finished  hose  couplings.  Head¬ 
quarters  letter  dated  May  18.  1970  (ORR 
Rilling  680-70,  August  31, 1970)  and  TJ3. 
70-143(2)  ene  hereby  superseded. 
(704822) 

[seal]  Leonard  Lshhan, 

Assistant  Commissioner, 
Regulations  and  Rulings. 

[FR  Doc.75-20217  FUed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SUPPLEMENT  TO  DEPARTMENT 
CIRCULAR 

Public  Debt  Series — No.  23-75 

July  30. 1975. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  an¬ 
nounced  on  July  29, 1975,  that  the  inter¬ 
est  rate  on  the  notes  described  in  De¬ 
partment  C?lrcular — ^Public  Debt  Series — 
No.  23-75,  dated  July  24.  1975,  will  be 
7y8  percent  per  annum.  Accordingly,  the 
notes  are  hereby  redesignated  7%  per¬ 
cent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  P-1978.  In¬ 
terest  on  the  notes  will  be  payable  at  the 
rate  of  774  percent  per  annun.. 

DAvn>  Mosso, 
Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.75-202e9  FUed  »-l-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Defense  Irrteliigence  Agency 
REPORTS  ON  THE  CLOSED  MEETING 
Public  Availability 

Pursuant  to  the  pi^vislons  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Title  5, 
United  States  Code,  App.  I.  (Public  Law 
92-463),  smd  OMB  Circular  A-63  of 
March  27,  1974,  the  Defense  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency  Scientific  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  and  Defense  Intelligence  School 
Board  of  Visitors  which  held  closed 
meetings  through  December  31,  1974, 
have  prepared  smnmary  reports  on  the 
activities  of  those  meetings.  Copies  of 
these  reports  have  been  filed  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  two 
locations: 

The  Library  of  Congress,  Room  256,  Main 
Building,  10  First  Street,  S.E.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


Directorate  for  Freedom  of  Information,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(PA),  Room  20757,  the  Pentagon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20301. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  {Comptroller) . 

July  30.  1975. 

(FR  Doo.75-20243  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 
ON  “ELECTRONIC  TKT  EQUIPMENr’ 

Notice  of  Advisory  Committoe  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force 
on  “Electiunic  Test  Equipment”  will 
meet  in  open  session  on  16  and  17  Sep¬ 
tember  1975  in  the  (Tasa  de  la  Vista 
Building,  Naval  StatiMi  Treasure  Island, 
San  Francisco,  California. 

A  visit  is  planned  to  the  Alameda 
Naval  Air  Statiim  on  16  September.  Bus 
transportation  will  be  provided  between 
Treasure  Island  and  Alameda,  depart¬ 
ing  Treasure  Island  at  8:30  am.  and  re¬ 
turning  to  Treasure  Island  no  later  than 
6:00  pm. 

The  Task  Force  meeting  on  17  Sep¬ 
tember  at  Treasure  Island  will  commence 
at  9:00  a.m. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  Director  of  Defense  Research 
and  Engineering  on  overall  research  and 
engineering  and  to  provide  long-range 
guidance  in  these  areas  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

The  primary  responsibility  of  the  Task 
Phree  is  to  examine  the  greater  use  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  of  privately- 
developed,  commercially-avallable,  off- 
the-shelf  electronic  test  equipment,  in¬ 
cluding  modifications  thereof,  with  the 
goal  of  achieving  economy  and  rellabill^ 
benefits  for  the  several  Armed  Services 
and  to  recommend  pedicles  and  proce¬ 
dures  which  will  maximize  these  benefits. 

This  will  be  the  sixth  meeting  of  the 
Task  Force.  The  planned  agenda  will 
cover  three  general  areas : 

1.  Procmement. 

2.  Logistics. 

3.  Applications,  Requirements  and 
EqulpmenL 

The  detailed  discussions  and  investiga¬ 
tions  into  these  graeral  areas  will  be 
conducted  by  woiking  groups  made  up 
of  designated  Task  Force  members  of 
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their  designated  representatives  and 
selected  Task  Force  observers.  Each 
working  group  will  formulate  proposals 
related  to  its  general  area  of  responsi¬ 
bility  corresponding  to  one  of  the  three 
spewed  above.  The  working  group  pro¬ 
posals  as  approved  by  the  Task  Force 
will  form  the  basis  for  the  ultimate  Task 
Force  recommendations. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  are  advised 
that  a  reasonable  quantity  of  seating  for 
observers  will  be  available  on  a  first- 
come.  first-seated  basis.  No  specific  ar¬ 
rangements  or  notification  of  desire  to 
attend  is  necessary. 

The  Executive  Secretary  for  the  Task 
Force  is  Mr.  Rudolph  J.  Sgro,  OASD 
(l&L)  W8,  Room  2  A3 18,  Pentagon,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20301. 

'  Mauricw  W.  Rochk, 
Director,  Correspondence  and, 
Directives.  OASD  {Comptroller) . 

July  30,  1975. 

(FB  Doc.75-20242  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


DDR&E  HIGH  ENERGY  LASER  REVIEW 
GROUP  (HELRG) 

Notice  of  Closed  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
10  of  Appendix  I.  Title  5,  United  States 
Code,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  closed 
meetings  of  the  DDR&E  High  Energy 
Tnser  Review  Group  will  be  h^d  cm  Tues¬ 
day  and  Wednesday,  September  9  and 
10,  1975,  in  Lexington,  Massachusetts. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  meetings  is 
classified  in  accordance  with  sulvara- 
graph  (1)  of  Section  552(b)  of  Title  5 
of  the  UR.  code. 

Maurick  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives.  OASD  {Comptroller) . 

July  30.  1975. 

(FB  Doc.75-20241  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

ALASKA  STATE  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Alaska 
State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  will 
hold  business  meetings  on  September  3 
and  Septonber  5,  1975,  and  participate 
in  a  field  trip  September  4.  1975.  Busi¬ 
ness  meetings  will  be  held  in  the  E^t 
G<dd  Room  of  the  Traveller’s  Inn  in  Fair¬ 
banks,  Alaska.  The  September  3  business 
meeting  will  b^dn  at  1:00  pm.  and  last 
until  5:00  pjn.;  discussion  on  the  field 
trip  is  planned  on  the  first  day.  On  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  the  board  and  selected  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  staff  will  travel 
from  Fairbanks  north  along  the  trans- 
Alaska  pipNeline  route  in  the  utility  cor¬ 
ridor.  to  see  firat-hand,  the  Bmeau’s  op¬ 
tions  in  landuse  management  in  the  util¬ 
ity  corridor.  The  September  5  business 
meet^  will  begin  at  8:00  a.m.  and  last 
tmtil  12:00  noon.  Utility  corridor  man¬ 
agement  will  be  discussed  and  the  board 


may.  at  its  option,  make  resolutions  con¬ 
cerning  this  topic. 

The  business  meetings  will  be  op&a  to 
the  public  insofar  as  seating  is  availaUe. 
Time  will  be  available  for  brief  state¬ 
ments  from  members  of  the  public,  but 
those  wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement 
must  inform  the  Board  Chairman  In 
writing,  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  board. 
Any  interested  person  may  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  board  for  its  consid¬ 
eration.  Written  statements  or  requests 
to  give  oral  statements  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  State  Advlsmy  Board  Chair¬ 
man,  %  State  Director.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  555  Cordova  Street,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Curtis  V.  McVee, 

State  Director. 

[FB  DOC.75-19179  Filed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Addendum  to 
Application 

On  November  13,  1974,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
40044-48)  that  an  applicati<Mi  had  been 
filed  with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  by  the 
Patuxent  Wildlife  Research  Center, 
Laurel,  Maryland,  for  a  permit  relative 
to  studies  of  endangered  species. 

On  December  23,  1974,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (39 
FR  44258)  that  all  reference  to  Manatee, 
West  Indian  (Florida) ,  Trichechus  man- 
atus,  was  deleted  from  that  application. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  additional  information  relative  to 
Patuxent  Center’s  endangered  species 
application  has  been  received. 

JXTHR  16.  1975. 

To:  Chief.  Division  of  Law  Enforcement, 

Fish  and  WUdlife  Service. 

From:  Acting  Director,  Patuxent  Wildlife 

Research  Center. 

Subject:  Endangered  Species  Permit  (FWS/ 

LWPRT8-80-C). 

Yotir  letter  of  March  17,  1975,  requested 
additional  information  relative  to  the  Pa¬ 
tuxent  Center's  endangered  species  permit 
application. 

I  hope  that  the  information  contained  in 
the  attachment  is  sufficiently  detailed  to 
satisfy  the  permit  application  requirements. 

Haxxt  M.  Ohlxndosv. 

Attachment 

Endahgxbxd  Bpscies  Pxxicrt  Invormatiom 

Endan(bsxo  WnuHJR  Rssxarch  Proosam 

PATTTXXNT  WlUtLIFK  RXSKARCH  CENTER 

Biologists  and  technicians  in  the  Endan¬ 
gered  WUdlife  Research  Program  at  the  Pa¬ 
tuxent  Center  near  Laurel.  Maryland,  are 
carrying  out  research  and  propagation  in 
varying  intensity  with  approximately  46  en¬ 
dangered  species  of  vertebrates.  TTiese  stud¬ 
ies  vary  from  intensive  and  long-term  mono¬ 
graphic  investigations  to  merely  observa¬ 
tional  efforts  as  opportimltles  permit.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  paucity  of  available  informa¬ 
tion  on  most  species  listed,  all  activities  are 
continuing  beyond  FY  1976  unless  otherwise 
noted. 

The  purpose  of  the  research  is  to  obtain 
information  regarding  each  endangered 


species,  and  its  habitat,  that  can  be  utUlzed 
in  management  efforts  to  prevent  its  ex¬ 
tinction  and,  hopefully,  return  it  to  safer 
numbers.  Studies  will  include  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  status  and  distribution,  behavior 
imder  various  conditions  and  at  all  seasons 
of  the  year,  competing  or  predator  species 
with  which  tbb  endangered  forms  must  cope, 
and  actxially  or  potentially  negative  factors 
that  could  adversely  affect  essential  habitat. 
Except  where  specifically  listed,  there  is  no 
intention  to  capture  specimens  for  propaga¬ 
tion  or  study  in  confinement,  transient  or 
otherwise  manipulate  wild  populations,  or 
to  collect  live  animals  for  museum  specimen 
use,  food  habits  study,  or  other  terminal 
uses.  Attempts  to  photograph  and  record 
sounds  of  endangered  wildlife  will  be  made 
only  where  such  efforts  can  be  made  with¬ 
out  apparent  handicap  or  other  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  to  the  subject;  it  will  only  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  experienced  personnel  who  in 
many  cases  are  currently  the  most  knowl¬ 
edgeable  authorities  on  the  species  in  ques¬ 
tion.  and  who.  are  best  able  to  avoid  undue 
dlstiubance  to  the  species.  Such  photogra¬ 
phy  and  sound  recording  will  be  for  the 
purpose  of  documenting  behavior,  plumage 
and  pelage  patterns,  and  other  physical  and 
ethologlcal  characteristics  of  each  species 
for  its  more  complete  understanding  and 
management.  No  animals  will,  however,  be 
captured  for  this  purpose;  photography  and 
sound  recordings  will  be  mstde  (^portunis- 
tlcally  when  and  where  they  can  be  safely 
accomplished. 

l^>eclmens  found  in  obvious  distress  and 
unlikely  to  survive  in  the  wild  without  as¬ 
sistance  will  be  captured,  confined,  and 
treated  until  sufficiently  recovered  to  be  re¬ 
leased.  Upon  recovery,  animals  will  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  point  of  capture,  or  if  local 
conditions  make  release  there  unwise,  to 
another  location  within  their  known  historic 
range  where  they  are  most  likely  to  survive. 
Any  skin,  skeleton,  various  organs,  or  re¬ 
lated  material  from  specimens  found  dead, 
or  which  die  while  in  confinement,  will  be 
transferred  to  the  National  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Laboratory,  Smithsonian  Institution. 
Washington,  D.C.,  for  incorporation  into  its 
collections. 

Endangered  species  stock  brought  into  or 
produced  in  confinement  for  research  and 
propagation  purposes  will  be  subjects  of  be¬ 
havioral,  nuh*itlonal,  phyalologlcal,  and 
patholo^cal  studies  of  non-terminal  char¬ 
acter;  closely  related  but  more  abxmdant 
(non-endangered)  species  serve  as  surrogate 
or  test  subjects  wherever  terminal  risks  are 
involved.  For  purposes  of  maintaining  pedi¬ 
grees,  conducting  routine  studies  (for  the 
purpose  of  developing  behavioral,  nutrition¬ 
al.  physiological,  or  pathological  catalogues 
of  norms) ,  and  monitoring  health  of  animals 
in  confinement  or  eating  for  injuries,  it  may 
be  necessary  to  include  the  drawing  of  blood, 
the  taking  of  fecal  and  urine  specimens, 
banding,  wing-tagging,  color-marking,  ad¬ 
ministering  anesthetics,  performing  correc¬ 
tive  or  repair  surgery,  confining  ailing  ani¬ 
mals,  and  quarantine  of  incoming  stock.  All 
stock  destined  for  transfer  from  Patuxent  for 
release  to  the  wild  or  for  other  purposes  is 
examined  by  the  staff  veterinarian  to  assure 
good  health  and  freedom  from  disease.  Trans¬ 
fers  of  living  stock  are  routinely  made  by 
air  express  or  air  freight,  and  recipients  are 
notlfi^  by  telephone  of  waybill  numbers  and 
carrier  identity,  fil^t  number,  and  antici¬ 
pated  date  and  hour  of  arrival.  Shipments 
of  rarest  or  most  perishable  stock  are  \isually 
accompanied  by  a  staff  member. 

Descriptions  of  research  activities  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  individual  species,  except  for 
most  forest  birds  of  Hawaii  (which  are  most 
effectively  treated  as  a  single  group),  follow: 
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1)  Puerto  Rican  Boa  {Spierates  tnama- 
ttis) :  Attention  to  this  speclee  la  primarily 
ot»ervatlonal  and  pbotograplilc.  as  oppor¬ 
tunities  permit.  Including  tbs  recording  of 
slghtlnei  by  Puerto  Rican  residents  and  the 
c<dlectlng  and  preeenrlng  of  any  specimens 
found  dead  from  various  causes. 

a)  Hawaiian  Dark-rumped  Petrel  (Pfero- 
dromm  phaeopygia  tandwichenaU) : 

Although  no  Intensive  research  Is  now 
being  devoted  to  this  species,  observations 
on  Its  status  and  distribution  are  being  made 
by  Program  biologists  on  the  Islands  of  Ha¬ 
waii  and  ICaul  as  opportimltles  permit.  Oc- 
casUmally,  when  live  specimens  may  be  at¬ 
tracted  to  lights.  It  Is  necessary  to  capture 
them  and  Immediately  release  them  so  they 
can  become  alrt>(»ne  If  they  are  uninjured. 
Injured  Individuals  may  be  retained  \mtll 
they  recover,  are  measured  and  banded, 
parasites  (If  any)  have  been  removed,  and 
the  petrel  can  safely  be  released. 

S)  Hawaiian  Duck  (Anas  wyvilliana) :  No 
research  U  primarily  directed  toward  this 
q>eclas.  but  <qrp(wt\mlstlo  observations  are 
made  of  Its  numbers  and  distribution  at  every 
opportunity  to  aid  In  Its  management. 

4)  Aleutian  Canada  Goose  {Branta  cana¬ 
densis  leueopareia) :  A  productive  gaggle  of 
this  endangered  race  (rf  Canada  goose  has 
been  established  at  the  Patuxent  Center  to 
produce  offspring  that  are  being  used  to 
reestablish  breeding  populations  within  Its 
former  range  In  the  outer  Aleutian  Islands. 
Goslings  were  obtained  In  194S  and  1073 
from  Bnldlr  Island,  the  only  Island  where 
this  goose  remained  as  a  breeder  following 
Its  extirpation  from  all  other  formerly  oc¬ 
cupied  islands.  Current  breeders  at  Patuxent 
consist  of  these  birds  and  their  offspring. 
Breeding  pairs  are  held  In  pens  approximately 
30  by  60  feet  supplied  with  running  water, 
food  shelters,  and  natural  plant  growth  for 
nesting  cover.  Non-breeders  and  birds  des¬ 
tined  for  release  to  the  sdld  are  maintained 
In  large  enclosures  averaging  more  than  1000 
square  feet  per  bird.  Sufficient  stock  Is  being 
assembled  with  which  to  produce  iqrproxl- 
mately  100  releasible  birds  per  year,  to  be 
sent  to  Alaska  as  one-,  two-,  or  three-year- 
olds,  preferably  on  Islands  from  which  Intro¬ 
duced  foxes,  the  principal  local  predator,  have 
been  removed.  Aleutian  Canada  geese  surplus 
to  the  needs  of  the  program  have.  In  the  past, 
been  provided  on  loan  to  qualified  coopera- 
tors.  the  off^>rlng  of  which  have  been  uti¬ 
lised  for  research,  education,  and  display 
purposes,  but  the  use  of  these  birds  for  the 
reestablishment  of  wild  populations  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  have  first  prlmrlty.  Periodically, 
about  every  fifth  year,  starting  In  1975,  not 
more  than  ao  additional  goslings  would  be 
obtained  from  the  Buldlr  Island  population, 
estimated  now  to  be  600  to  800  geese,  to  main¬ 
tain  genetic  diversity  amoifg  the  Patuxent 
breeding  population.  Such  recruitment  Is 
necessary  to  avoid  tran^>lanting  any  stock 
beyond  the  second  generation  of  confined 
birds.  This  would  amount  to  a  removal  of 
only  about  3  percent  one  year  In  five  and 
should  Impose  no  imdue  drain  on  the  pro¬ 
ductivity  or  survival  of  the  wild  p<^ulatlon. 
Ihe  complement  of  20  breeding  pairs  and 
about  20  replacement  birds  In  varying  stages 
of  maturity  will  form  the  production  unit  at 
Patiuent,  and  also  provides  Insurance  against 
extinction  of  the  wild  population  which  now 
is  apparently  restricted  to  Buldlr  Island  dur¬ 
ing  the  breeding  season,  and  Is  found  on 
Castle  Rock  Island  and  vicinity  along  the 
northern  coast  of  California  during  late  win¬ 
ter  and  early  spring. 

5)  Hawaiian  Goose  (Branta  aandvicensia) : 
A  small  nucleus  of  this  species  has  been 
kept  at  the  Patuxent  Center  to  produce  birds 
tar  use  In  experimental  efforts  to  devel<q> 
wild  release  procedures  In  the  Hawaii  Vol¬ 
canoes  National  Paiir.  Any  produced  stock 
siuplus  to  this  need  is  made  available  In 


descending  priority,  for  research  and  educa¬ 
tion  at  pubUe  tnstitutloas  such  as  universi¬ 
ties  and  BOOS,  for  ressarch  by  private  organl- 
sattoBs  and  Individuals,  and  for  diqriay  by 
private  organizations  and  Individuals.  Three 
adult  pairs  comprise  the  productive  unit 
that  produces  from  10  to  20  (Arq>rlng  an¬ 
nually.  The  eggs  are  removed  as  they  are 
laid  and  then  artificially  Incubated.  The 
original  two  breeding  pairs  were  obtained 
from  the  Hawaii  Division  of  Fish  and 
Game’s  Pohakuloa  Game  Farm.  Replace¬ 
ments  from  Pohakuloa  will  be  requested  only 
upon  death  of  any  of  these  birds,  and  only 
after  release  needs  have  been  fulfilled.  The 
breeders  are  held  during  the  breeding  season 
(December-February)  In  enclosures  equipped 
with  electrically  heated  shelters.  The 
breeding  pairs  are  moved  Into  other  pens 
during  the  rest  of  the  year  to  allow  renova¬ 
tion  and  cleansing  of  the  breeding  enclosures 
in  the  Interim.  No  other  research  Is  con¬ 
templated  with  this  species,  though  the  unit, 
along  with  other  captive  populations  else¬ 
where  In  the  United  States  and  In  Xngland, 
provide  a  measure  of  species’  survival  Insur¬ 
ance  In  case  the  wild  population  suffers  a 
catastrophic  decline. 

6)  Andean  Condor  (Vultur  gryphua) :  In 
1966,  prior  to  the  time  that  the  Andean  con¬ 
dor  became  classified  as  an  endangered 
species,  nine  were  c^tured  In  Argentina  and 
shipped  to  the  Patuxent  Center  for  pre¬ 
liminary  studies  to  obtain  Information  of  po¬ 
tential  value  to  California  cemdor  manage¬ 
ment  In  case  propagation  of  the  latter  ever 
beemnes  necessary.  Because  of  a  dl^>arate  sex 
ratio,  and  Incompatibility  among  some  of 
the  cemdors,  trades  were  arranged  with  zoos 
and  three  adult  and  one  subadult  pair  now 
are  on  hand  In  filght  pens  measuring 
40'  X  40'  X  17'  high,  equipped  with  perches, 
sheltered  roosts,  simulated  "caves,"  and  a 
flowing  water  supply.  One  condiM*  chick  was 
hatched  and  reared  In  1973,  and  the  three 
adult  pairs  nested  In  1975.  Offspring  will  be 
utilized  to  test  condor  release  procedures  In 
South  America  as  young  ccmdMS  produced 
at  Patuxent  approach  maturity:  such  release 
procedures  could  have  potential  value  for 
application  with  California  condors.  Andean 
condors  are  long-lived  and.  barring  unex¬ 
pected  losses  at  Patuxent.  It  Is  doubted  that 
additional  stock  will  be  needed  from  South 
America  for  this  program. 

7)  California  Condor  (Gymnogypa  cali- 
fomUmua) :  A  biologist  has  been  stationed 
In  Ojal,  California,  by  the  Patuxent  Center 
since  January  1966  to  study  the  California 
condor  in  the  wild.  He  is  attempting  to  de¬ 
termine  their  status,  -distribution,  produc¬ 
tivity.  and  factors  affecting  their  productiv¬ 
ity  and  survival.  These  studies  require  con¬ 
tinuing  observations  of  cemdors  In  the  Sespe 
Condor  Sanctuary  and  general  vicinity  as 
well  as  elsewhere  throughout  the  condor’s 
range.  Including  a  small  p<^ulatlon  reported 
to  still  persist  In  Baja  California.  Produc¬ 
tivity  surveys  require  nest  visitation  to  de¬ 
termine  the  fates  of  eggs  at  nestlings.  'The 
visits  are  made  one  to  three  months  after 
hatching  to  avoid  chilling  of  eggs  or  inter¬ 
ference  with  feeding  of  the  newly  hatched 
condor  chick.  -An  annual  condor  survey  Is 
made  In  mld-autximn  to  attempt  to  obtain 
an  accurate  Index  to  the  wild  population, 
thus  far  without  success.  This  siirvey  is 
supervised  by  the  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  and  Is  accomplished  by  ob¬ 
servers  located  at  scattered  vantage  points 
counting  and  aging  condors  seen  diuring  a 
two-day  period  and,  by  the  use  of  two-way 
radios,  attempting  to  avoid  duplication  In 
the  counts  of  a  total  population  now  believed 
to  range  between  60  and  60  birds.  None  of 
the  current  research  appears  to  be  adversely 
affecting  the  California  condor.  One  condor 
captured  in  the  late  1900’s  following  aban¬ 
donment  by  the  parents.  Is  currently  housed 


tn  the  Los  Angeles  Zoo.  'There  are  no  current 
plans  for  ***’*"g  any  additional  Andean  or 
California  ooodors  Into  captivity  tar  re¬ 
search  or  propagation. 

8)  American  Peregrine  Falcon  (Falco 
paregrinua  anatum) :  The  Patuxent  Center's 
bliAoglst  at  the  Arizona  Field  Station  la 
Tucson  expects  to  participate  In  a  general 
survey  of  eyrlee  In  Arlaona  to  determine  oc¬ 
cupancy  hy  peregrines.  There  is  no  Intention 
to  visit  active  rrests.  If  any  are  found,  or  to 
handle  any  eggs  or  nestUngs.  ciq>ture  or 
band  adults,  or  in  other  ways  Interfere  di¬ 
rectly  with  the  wild  peregrine  or  Its  welfare. 
It  Is  not  known  whether  any  active  eyries 
still  exist  In  Arlaona  but  management  of  this 
species.  Including  protection,  requires  more 
Information  on  Its  present  status  and  dls- 
Mbution.  No  stock  will  be  taken  Into  e^- 
tlvlty,  and  no  peregrine  falcons  are  cur¬ 
rently  maintained  by  the  Endangered  Wild¬ 
life  Resesurch  Program  at  Patuxent,  nor  is  the 
acquisition  ctf  any  anticipated  In  the  fore- 
80MI>L6  fUtUTO* 

9)  Hawaiian  Hawk  (Buteo  aatttariua) :  No 
Intensive  research  upon  this  species  is  en¬ 
visioned  In  the  foreseeable  future.  As  other 
assignments  permit,  reocMrds  wlU  be  kept  of 
field  observations  and  any  nests  encountered 
vrlll  be  checked  and  the  remains  od  un¬ 
hatched  eggs  or  dead  nestlings  will  be  c<A- 
lected  for  pestlcldal  residue  analysis  or  de¬ 
termination  of  eggshell  thickness.  Remains 
of  prey  Items  and  parasites  at  the  nest  will 
also  be  collected  and  Identlfled. 

10)  Masked  Bobwhtte  QuaU  (CoUmu  vir- 
ginianua  ridgiaayi):  The  masked  bobwhlte 
apparently  dlaiq>peared  about  1900  from 
southern  Arizona  due  to  range  deteriora¬ 
tion  resulting  from  drought  and  overgrazing. 
Production  of  from  600  to  1.000  young  quail 
anniudly  Is  being  obtained  from  a  total  of 
57  birds  obtained  In  1968  and  1969  from 
north-central  Sonora,  Mexico,  and  from  their 
offq>nng  used  as  replacement  breeders.  An 
1800-acre  research  area  has  been  set  aside 
under  a  6-  to  7-year  lease  developed  with 
the  State  of  Arizona  where  range  manage¬ 
ment  practices.  Including  deferment  of  graz¬ 
ing.  are  allowing  regrowth  of  vegetative 
cover  bMleved  necessary  for  survival  and 
reproduction  of  the  quail.  A  Patuxent 
biologist  statlmied  at  'Tucson,  Arizona,  has 
bem  studying  this  quail  and  certain  other 
endangered  species  since  1967  In  order  to 
document  their  continuing  status  and  dis¬ 
tribution,  and  to  determine  habitat  require¬ 
ments  and  other  characteristics  which  affect 
their  survival  and  reproduction.  'These 
studies  consist  of  observations  of  quail  In 
the  wild,  periodic  call  counts  and  brood 
censuses,  capturing  and  banding,  collection 
of  droppings  tar  food  habits  analysis,  the 
examination  at  cactus  wren  and  verdln  nests 
for  feather  evidence  to  quail  presence,  and 
the  playing  at  quail  calls  to  elicit  responses 
for  Inventory  pxuposes.  Plant  collections  are 
being  made  to  allow  comparisons  of  the  cur¬ 
rently  used  Mexican  habitats  with  the  re¬ 
lease  sites  In  Arizona,  and  to  revsal  any 
management  needed  to  Increase  comparabil¬ 
ity  of  the  two  ecological  situations. 

Nutritional  and  physiological  studies  at 
the  Patuxent  Center  to  develop  captive 
production  procedures  for  masked  bobwhltes 
have  utilized  eastern  bobwhltes  as  the  test 
species.  For  protection  In  winter,  young  and 
adult  masked  bobwhltes  at  the  Patuxent 
Center  are  held  In  an  unheated  building 
with  a  concrete  floor  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  10  elsvated  holding  pens.  The  pens 
measure  6  feet  by  9  feet  by  18  Inches  high, 
divided  lengthwise  Into  two  compartments 
each  containing  a  shelter  measuring  8  feet 
square  which  Is  heated  for  very  young  birds, 
if  necessary.  Each  of  the  two  compeutments 
of  the  pens  can  accommodate  20  masked 
bobwhlt^  the  size  a  large  covey.  The 
quail  stock  Is  moved  to  the  breeding  facll- 
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Ities  In  late  April  where  they  i-Moaln  until 
late  November,  egg-laying  taking  place  from 
late  May  through  early  September.  The 
breeding  pen  complex  allows  deployment  of 
breeding  groups  of  birds  usually  consisting 
of  two  males  and  three  or  four  females  per 
compartment  In  a  screened  area  equipped 
with  clock-controlled  overhead  lights.  ISgga 
are  gathered  daUy,  held  In  refrigerated  stor¬ 
age  and  turned  twice  daily  for  up  to  two 
weriu,  and  then  Incubated  In  electric  in¬ 
cubators.  Egg  production  terminates  each 
year  when  the  arUflcial  light  source  Is 
turned  off. 

Stock  produced  by  the  Patuxent  popula¬ 
tion  of  masked  bobwhltes  is  shipped  to 
Arizona  as  eggs,  day-old  chicks,  or  older  birds 
for  release  under  a  variety  of  experimental 
situations  in  order  to  find  the  most  effective 
method.  Among  those  expected  to  be  tested 
diulng  the  next  12  months  are  direct  releases 
of  captive  reared,  mature-plumaged  birds; 
the  gentle  release  of  captive-produced  day- 
old  chicks  fostered  by  sterilized  Texas  bob- 
white  cocks  or  bantam  hens;  and  the  sub¬ 
stitution  of  masked  bobwhlte  eggs  produced 
at  Patuxent  for  clutches  of  local,  wild,  native, 
non-endangered  quail  species.  Conditioning 
procedures  for  stock  prior  to  their  release 
to  the  wild  will  Include  exposure  to  simulated 
predator  attack  by  the  use  of  maimed  raptors 
to  prepare  them  for  encounters  with  accipiter 
hawks,  and  the  use  of  dogs  to  develop  fear 
of  coyotes,  badgers,  and  other  terrestrial 
predators.  By  these  methods  It  Is  hoped  that 
a  self-sustaining  population  of  this  quail  can 
be  reestablished  in  the  Altar  Valley  of 
southern  Arizona  which  will  reduce  prospects 
of  masked  bobwhlte  extinction.  It  Is  esti¬ 
mated  that  a  combined  total  of  at  least  500 
Patuxent-produced  eggs,  day-old  chicks,  and 
older  birds,  will  be  utilized  annually  In  these 
relntroductlon  efforts. 

To  maintain  the  genetic  diversity  of  the 
masked  bobwhlte  breeding  stock.  It  will  be 
necessary  to  obtain  additional  wild-captured 
birds  in  Mexico  some  years.  Such  birds  will 
only  be  obtained  when  the  wild  population 
can  tc^erate  such  removals  and  when  quaran¬ 
tine  regulations  permit  their  importation. 
Crurent  Asiatic  Newcastle  Disease  restrictions 
prevent  such  Importations  so  no  procurement 
of  birds  In  Mexico  is  proposed  for  this  year. 
When  these  restrictions  are  lifted,  and  when 
the  status  of  the  wild  masked  bobwhlte  pop- 
ulatlcm  permits,  the  trapping  and  shipment 
to  Patuxent  of  a  number  of  birds  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  five  percent  of  the  wild  population  will 
be  proposed  for  the  enrichment  of  the 
Patuxent  breeding  population. 

11)  Hawaiian  Coot  (Ftdica  americana  alai) 
and  Hawaiian  Oalllnule  (GalUnula  chloroput 
aandvieetuia) :  Studies  by  three  Patuxent 
blcdoglsts  of  these  two  wetland  species  consist 
only  at  observations  and  aimual  coimts  to 
determine  their  continuing  status  and  distri¬ 
bution.  No  animals  are  to  be  tfdcen  from  the 
wild.  Information  from  these  studies  Is  pro¬ 
vided  for  selecting  land  acquisition  sites  and 
for  other  management  efforts  towards  their 
preservation. 

12)  Mississippi  Sandhill  Crane  {Grua  Cana¬ 
densis  puUa) :  During  the  past  several  years, 
single  eggs  have  been  removed  frcmi  two-egg 
clutches  of  this  newly  described,  endangered 
race  of  crane  In  southeastern  Mississippi  to 
deveK^  a  productive  nucleus  flock.  The  eggs 
are  gathered  by  a  USFWS  biologist  and 
shipped  air  express  to  the  Patuxent  Center 
In  an  Insulated  container  using  methods 
that  have  resulted  In  90  to  96  percent  hatch- 
ability  of  greater  and  Florida  sandhill  crane 
eggs. 

At  Patuxent,  the  eggs  are  Immersed  In  a 
disinfectant  and  then  placed  In  an  incubator 
where  they  are  held  until  pipping  by  the 
embiTO  Is  audible,  at  which  time  they  are 
placed  In  a  hatohlng  cc«npartment.  They 
ordinarily  hatch  in  24  to  86  hours,  and  about 


12  hours  later  are  placed  In  oval  enclosures 
with  starter  dUet.  water,  and  Infra-red  lamps 
for  supplementary  heat.  At  about  six  weeks  of 
age,  the  chicks  are  neoved  to  sm  intermediate 
enclosure  where  they  remain  tmtU  late  fall. 
They  are  then  moved  to  another  enclosure 
where  they  will  stay  until  they  are  two  years 
old  and  are  ready  to  cope  with  adult  cranes 
and  to  select  a  mate. 

Number  of  eggs  of  this  subspecies  shipped 
annually  from  Mississippi  will  not  exceed 
six,  but  usually  is  from  two  to  four.  Hatch- 
ability  of  eggs  In  wild  nests  has  been  much 
lower  than  with  other  races  of  sandhill 
cranes.  The  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Is  now  attempting  to  acquire  land  upon 
which  to  develop  a  Mississippi  sandhill  crane 
sanctuary  and  stock  produced  at  Patuxent 
will  become  available  with  which  to 
strengthen  the  wild  peculation  now  number¬ 
ing  less  than  SO,  and  which  seems  Incapable 
of  increasing  without  additional  help.  The 
eggs  will  continue  to  be  taken  each  year  so 
long  as  there  Is  no  apparent  adverse  effect 
upon  the  wild  population,  and  until  resteaa- 
tlon  efforts  are  successful  in  Increasing  their 
numbers  to  levels  considered  safe  by  the 
Mississippi  Sandhill  Crane  Recovery  Team. 

Except  for  monitoring  their  health  and 
gathering  Information  on  their  physiological 
characteristics,  no  research  at  Patuxent  upon 
the  Mississippi  sandhill  crane  Is  antici¬ 
pated — It  is  purely  a  propagation  program. 
All  sandhill  crane  research  at  this  location 
Involves  only  the  more  abundant  greater. 
Florida,  and  lesser  sandhill  cranes.  Sandhill 
cranes  are  held  in  spacious  quarters  averag¬ 
ing  about  4,000  square  feet  for  breeding  pairs 
and  In  conununity  pens  varying  from  2  to  8 
acres  for  holding  from  20  to  30  younger 
cranes.  As  with  other  confined  populations 
of  endangered  species,  this  Mississippi  sand-, 
hill  crane  gene  pool  will  provide  an  alterna¬ 
tive  to  extinction  If  the  wild  population 
were  to  suffer  a  natural  catastrophe.  Six 
years  of  egg-taking  have  had  no  apparent 
detrimental  effect  upon  the  wild  population. 

13)  Whooping  Crane  {Grua  americana) : 
The  whooping  crane  is  one  of  the  most  en¬ 
dangered  North  American  birds  and  for  the 
past  35  years  its  wild  population  has  In¬ 
creased  so  slowly,  less  than  one  bird  per  year, 
that  there  Is  concern  for  Its  continued  ge¬ 
netic  vitality.  Five  years  of  research  with 
sandhill  cranes  revealed  that  one  egg  could  be 
removed  from  each  clutch  of  two  eggs  with 
negligible  loss  of  productivity  and  survival. 
Egg-taking  was,  therefore,  commenced  In 
1967  in  Wood  Buffalo  National  Park  In  1967 
and  repeated  In  1968,  1969,  1971,  and  1974 
for  the  purpose  of  assembling  a  population 
of  15  to  20  breeding  pairs  in  confinement 
at  the  Patuxent  Center.  An  effort  is  being 
made  to  obtam  representation  In  this  con¬ 
fined  peculation  of  offspring  from  every  nest¬ 
ing  pair  In  Wood  Buffalo  National  Park  so 
as  to  preserve  as  much  of  the  existing  gene 
pool  as  possible.  Since  breeding  pairs  In  the 
Park  appear  to  exhibit  perennial  fidelity  to 
specific  nest  sites.  It  Is  possible  to  establish 
the  pedigree  for  future  breeding  purposes 
of  cranes  hatched  from  eggs  brought  to 
Patuxent. 

The  eggs  are  taken  from  wild  nests  by  a 
Canadian  Wildlife  Service  biologist.  He  trans¬ 
fers  them  to  a  UJ3.  Fish  and  midlife  Serv¬ 
ice  biologist  who  waits  In  a  heUc<cter  and 
who  places  them  In  an  Insulated,  hot  water 
bottle-warmed  suitcase  In  which  tempera¬ 
tures  are  maintained  between  95  an,d  99  de¬ 
grees  Fahrenheit  for  the  retvirn  to  Fort 
Smith,  NWT,  Canada.  There  the  eggs  re¬ 
main  stored  in  an  electric  Incubator  tor  one 
to  three  days  pending  the  flight  by  a 
Canadian  Wildlife  Service-leased  airplane  to 
Maryland.  Oxygen  Is  provided  from  the  air¬ 
craft’s  supply  while  aloft  to  compensate  for 
deficiency  In  the  compartment  atmosphere 


pressurized  to  simulate  about  4,000  feet 
above  sea  level. 

At  Patuxent,  the  eggs  are  dipped  in  an 
Iodine  disinfectant  urlutlon  to  reduce  the 
possibility  of  bacterial  contamination  and 
they  are  then  placed  In  an  Incubator  to  com¬ 
plete  the  30-day  Incubation  period.  At  the 
onset  oi  pipping,  each  egg  Is  moved  to  a 
hatching  compartment  and,  about  18  to  24 
hours  after  hptchlng,  the  chick  Is  placed 
In  a  brooding  area  having  temperatures 
imder  an  infra-red  lamp  of  96  degrees  F.  at 
chick  level. 

Food  and  clean  water  are  provided  ad 
libitum.  At  the  age  of  approximately  six 
weeks,  the  chicks  are  moved  outdoors  to  an 
Intermediate  enclosure  for  a  gentle  exposure 
to  pathogens  and  conditioning  to  the 
weather.  At  6  months,  the  chicks  are  moved 
Into  a  conunrmlty  enclosure  where  they  re¬ 
main  for  2  or  3  years  until  they  show  Indi¬ 
cations  of  mate  selection.  Obvious  pairs  are 
then  moved  into  visually  Isolated  breeding 
enclosures  where  they  remain  Indefinitely. 
Any  eggs  laid  by  the  pairs  are  picked  up 
Inunedlately  and  artificially  Incubated  so 
that  the  birds  will  lay  additional  eggs.  Stock 
so  produced  will  be  utilized  In  the  develc^- 
ment  of  additional  wild  breeding  popula¬ 
tion  units  to  Increase  the  security  of  the 
species. 

Hatching  success  among  eggs  brought  to 
Patuxent  has  been  84  percent,  and  62  percent 
of  21  whoc^ing  cranes  at  Patuxent  Includes 
19  obtained  through  the  egg  transfer  pro¬ 
gram.  Enclosures  occupied  by  whooping 
cranes  at  Patuxent  average  more  than  twice 
the  size  of  those  utilized  by  sandhill  cranes. 
Three  other  whooping  cranes,  all  males,  are 
located  at  zoos,  including  two  at  the  Audu¬ 
bon  Park  Zoo  In  New  Orleans  and  one  at  the 
San  Antonio  Zoo  In  Texas. 

14)  California  Clapper  Rail  {Rallua  long- 
irostria  obaoletus)  and  Light-footed  Clapper 
Rail  (R.  1.  levipea) :  Studies  of  these  two 
endangered  rails  consist  primarily  of  sur- 
veirs  of  their  numbers  and  distribution  along 
the  southern  coast  of  California  and  Baja 
California.  Field  work  Involves  visiting  salt- 
marsh  habitats  along  the  coast  and,  through 
the  use  of  recorded  rail  calls,  eliciting  re¬ 
sponses  from  any  rails  present.  This  method 
has  also  been  employed  with  Tuma  Clapper 
Rails  on  the  Lower  Colorado  River  and  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  the  safest  and  most  effective 
method  of  counting  this  secretive  species 
during  the  breeding  season.  Some  counts  are 
also  made  at  high  tide  when  water  levels 
render  the  rails  more  conspicuous.  No  ad¬ 
verse  effects  of  these  census  methods  on  rail 
populations  have  been  detected.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  counting  rails  is  to  keep  track  of 
their  continuing  status  and  to  determine 
which  habitats  are  of  greatest  Importance  to 
them  so  that  management  action  can  be 
taken  to  preserve  those  marshes. 

16)  Yuma  Clapper  Rail  {R.  e.  yumanen- 
ais) :  Except  for  participation  In  periodic 
status  surveys  Involving  the  use  of  taped 
recordings  and  sightings,  and  providing  ad¬ 
vice  regarding  research  approaches  to  the 
solution  of  problems  In  Its  management, 
this  Program  does  not  contemplate  any 
studies  involving  the  handling  or  disturb¬ 
ance  of  this  clapper  rail. 

16)  Hawaiian  Stilt  {Himantopua  h.  knud- 
aeni) :  Biologists  of  the  Endangered  Wildlife 
Research  Program  based  In  Hawaii  will  co¬ 
operate  with  the  USFWS’s  Endangered  Spe¬ 
cies  Coordinator  In  surface  and  air  status 
surveys  to  determine  numbers  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  this  stilt  and.  In  accordance  with 
study  plans  of  the  Coordinator  approved  by 
USFWS,  to  capttire  and  ooloimark  or  band 
stilts  to  detect  and  determine  the  extent 
of  Interlsland  movements  tar  management 
purposes. 

17)  California  Least  Tern  (Sterna  albi/rona 
broumi) :  Status  and  distribution  studies  will 
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consist  of  the  direct  obaerretlon  of  tame 
and  nesUnc  aieM  to  deUneete  essential  prop¬ 
erties  required  for  Its  prssscraUon.  alo^ 
with  ths  determination  of  deleterious  tae- 
tors  requiring  management  attention.  Band¬ 
ing  of  preflight  birds  to  determine  longevity 
and  mobility  will  be  carried  out  as  oppor¬ 
tunities  permit.  Such  banding  has  no  known 
adverse  effect  on  tern  behavior  or  survival. 

18)  Puerto  Rican  Plain  Pigeon  (Colutnba 
inomata  toetmorei) :  Participation  In  a  Com¬ 
monwealth-funded  project  to  determine  the 
status,  distribution  and  productivity  of  this 
pigeon  will  be  engaged  In  as  other  assign¬ 
ments  permit.  Bo  actual  trapping  or  han¬ 
dling  of  plain  pigeons  by  the  Program’s 
blcdoglst  Is  contemplated. 

18)  Puerto  Bican  Parrot  (Amazona  vft- 
tata) :  The  total  wild  population  of  this 
parrot,  now  exclusively  limited  to  the  Lu- 
quUlo  Forest,  was  estimated  to  be  between 
14  and  16  in  January  1975.  Causes  of  the 
decline  from  at  least  200  reportedly  observed 
in  the  early  1960’s  are  not  known  with  cer¬ 
tainly.  However,  since  current  studies  were 
begun  In  1968,  when  about  25  parrots  still 
remained  in  the  Luqulllo  Forest,  the  decline 
continued  imtU  only  14  birds  were  actually 
known  to  be  present  In  January  1975.  Be¬ 
cause  no  other  management  alternative  to 
thetr  extinction  was  evident  In  an  area  al¬ 
ready  under  control  of  the  UJB.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  the  USFWB  and  USFB  have  Jointly  de¬ 
veloped  an  aviary  in  the  Luqulllo  Forest  for 
parrot  research  and  propagation  with  the 
goal  of  producing  stock  with  which  to  bolster 
or  restore  populations  In  the  wild.  It  was 
learned  that  wild  nests  had  had  an  extremely 
low  success  rate,  usually  with  only  one  or 
two  chicks  being  fledged  per  year  from  all 
nests  during  the  study,  an  Insufllclent  num¬ 
ber  to  offset  mortality. 

In  1973,  four  eggs  were  removed  from  two 
parrot  nests,  leaving  an  egg  In  each  nest,  and 
substituting  artlflclal  eggs  for  those  taken. 
The  four  eggs  were  batched  In  an  ineuba- 
tOT  and  four  young  were  reared.  One  of  the 
two  eggs  remaining  In  wild  nests  disappeared, 
presumably  taken  by  a  predator,  and  the 
other  egg  was  hatched  a^  the  young  was 
reared.  When  the  latter  was  near  fledgling 
It  was  taken  to  the  aviary  for  the  devriop- 
ment  of  a  captive  population  to  be  used  for 
the  production  of  stock  to  be  released  to  the 
wild.  In  1974,  only  two  pairs  mated  and 
fledged  young.  One  nest,  subject  to  flood¬ 
ing,  contained  two  eggs  which  were  removed 
and  mechanically  Incubated,  artlflclal  eggs 
being  substituted  In  the  wild  nest.  One  of  the 
eggs  hatched  and  was  returned  to  the  nest 
where  It  was  reared  and  fledged  by  the  wild 
pair.  The  second  pair  laid  four  eggs,  two  of 
which  were  batched,  reared,  and  placed  In  the 
aviary  for  parrot  production. 

This  spring,  1975,  10  eggs  were  removed 
from  4  wild  nests,  leaving  1  egg  In  each  of  2 
nests.  Eight  of  the  9  hatched  are  surviving; 
two  are  being  retained  for  the  confined  pop¬ 
ulation,  and  six  have  been  returned  to  the 
wild  nests  and  readily  adopted  by  the  par¬ 
ent  birds.  By  this  technlue,  the  principal 
threat  of  predation  by  pearly-eyed  thrashers 
and  rats  can  be  avoided  durltrg  the  highly 
vulnerable  Incubation  period.  Meanwhile,  the 
captive  flock  has  grown  to  9,  and  now  con¬ 
tains  offspring  of  an  known  wild  breeding 
pairs  of  Puerto  Rican  parrots.  The  hatching 
of  most  parrot  eggs  most  years  with  elec¬ 
tric  Incubaton,  the  return  of  most  of  the 
chicks  to  parental  nests,  and  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  captive  population  to  produro 
stock  with  which  to  bolster  the  small  rem¬ 
nant  of  this  mtecles  which  still  persists  In 
the  wild,  an  believed  to  be  the  main  n- 
m^ininy  alternatives  to  their  extinction. 

For  FT  1976.  aoologloal  and  Ufa  history 
studies  will  continue,  oonsisttng  of  Interxslve 
observations  at  the  nest  sites  of  the  remain¬ 


ing  pairoi  populatloa,  repair  of  nest  cavl- 
tlea  wtiaa  they  bacome  uninhabitable,  oon- 
e*»M**<«  ersoUan  of  artlflclal  struoiures  to 
attract  pam«a  to  safer  nesting  sltuatlona, 
nmoval  of  all  eggs  from  wild  nests  and  the 
substituttoa  of  artlflelal  eggs,  and  the  nturn 
of  approximately  two-thirds  of  the  hatdied 
chicks  to  nests  for  brooding  and  other  can 
by  wild  parents.  None  of  the  research  will  be 
terminal  in  natun,  and  preliminary  results 
provide  the  flrst  baste  for  cautious  optlmlem 
that  the  species  can  be  saved. 

20)  Hawaiian  Crow  (Corvua  tropiciu) :  The 
total  wild  population  of  this  q>ecles  appean 
to  be  not  mon  than  100  Individuate,  though 
nmotenesB  and  nlatlve  Inaccessibility  of 
much  of  the  country  Inhabited  by  the  crows, 
and  a  limited  research  staff,  make  an  accu¬ 
rate  estimate  of  thetr  status  Impossible  at 
this  time.  No  sustained  research  by  Patuxent 
personnel  upon  Hawaiian  crows  Is  anticipated 
In  1975,  although  smne  Information  on  status 
and  distribution  undoubtedly  will  result 
from  observations  made  during  other  as¬ 
signments.  This  would  Include  counting  the 
birds  aird  taking  note  of  their  distribution 
and  behavior,  as  well  as  salvaging  any  found 
sick  or  Injtir^  that  appear  unlikely  to  sur¬ 
vive.  Such  birds,  and  three  crows  prwloaBly 
salvaged  and  now  recovered  and  In  conflne- 
ment  at  Park  Headquarters  of  Hawaii  V(fl- 
canoes  National  Park,  will  be  turned  over  to 
an  appropriate  authorised  facility  for  future 
care.  None  ot  the  anticipated  resecurch,  which 
could  Include  the  opportunistic  banding  of 
fledglings.  Is  expected  to  result  in  the  death 
of  any  crows,  but  should  enhance  manage¬ 
ment  efforts  In  their  behalf. 

21)  Endangered  Hawaii  forest  birds.  In¬ 
cluding  Akiapolaau  (Hemignathus  tptl$oni). 
Crested  Honeycreeper  (PalmerUi  dolei),  Ha¬ 
waii  Akepa  (Loxops  e.  coccinnea),  Kauai 
Aklaloa  {Hemignathua  procerus) ,  Maul  Par- 
rotbin  (Pssudonestor  xanthorphrya) ,  Maul 
Akepa  (Loxopa  e.  ochraoeu) ,  Molokai  Creeper 
{Loxopa  maeulata  flammea),  Oahu  Creeper 
{Loxopa  m.  macuUitm),  Ou  (PHttiroatra 
paitteusea).  Pallia  (Patttiroatra  bailletii), 
Laysan  and  Nlhoa  Finches  (Paittiroatrm  can- 
tana),  Kauai  and  Maul  Nukiipuus  {Hemig- 
nathua  IwMua) ,  large  Kauai  Thrush  {Phae- 
omia  obacurua  myadeatina) ,  M01<Aal  Thrush 
{Phaeomta  o.  mtha),  small  Kauai  Thrush 
{Phaeomia  palmeri),  and  Nlhoa  Mlllerblrd 
(Acroosp/talus  ktngi) :  Relatively  little  Infor¬ 
mation  la  available  regarding  the  status  and 
distribution  of  most  of  these  Inconspicuous 
forest-type  birds.  Most  of  them  have  rather 
low  volume  vocalizations.  Some  have  been 
seen  only  once  or  twice,  or  not  at  all,  in  re¬ 
cent  years.  Census  procedures  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  for  few  ot  them,  pfurtlcularly  those 
found  on  the  Hawaiian  Leeward  Islands 
which  comprise  the  Hawaiian  Islands  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Three  biologists  of 
this  Program  are  engaged  m  studies  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  status  and  distribution  of  en¬ 
dangered  Hawaiian  birds,  and  to  devel<^ 
census  procedures.  Mist-netting  to  allow 
Identification,  banding,  and  the  removal  and 
Identlfleatlon  of  parasites  of  these  species 
sre  Integral  but  non-terminal  segments  of 
these  studies. 

22)  Cape  Sable  Sparrow  (AmmoapUm  mari- 
tima  mirmbilia)  and  Dusky  Seaside  Sparrow 
(A.  m.  nigreacena) :  A  study  of  the  former  Is 
In  progress  by  the  National  Park  Service;  re¬ 
search  on  the  latter  by  a  biologist  of  this 
Program  Is  terminating  on  June  30,  1975. 
Future  Program  activities  will  be  Hmlted  to 
censuses  and  observations  of  birds. 

23)  Ebkwallan  hoary  bat  (Lmaiurua  dnereua 
aemotua).  Mono  Bay  kangaroo  rat  {Dtpod- 
omya  heermanni  morroenaia) ,  and  salt  marsh 
harvest  mouse  (RettKrodomtomya  rsvtosa- 
trta) :  No  spedflc  study  of  these  three  q>eclss 
Is  In  prospect.  They  win,  however,  be  coimted 
and  observed  as  opportunities  permit  so  that 


thtai  information  can  be  made  available  for 
management  use.  No  capturing,  tagging,  han¬ 
dling.  or  Intentional  disturbsknoe  is  antici¬ 
pated. 

94)  Black-footed  fMiat  (Jfwsfeta  nigripea) : 
The  native  ferrets  are  one  of  the  least  seen 
and  most  poorly  known  of  North  American 
mammals.  Because  of  thetr  habits  of  living 
In  prairie  dog  towns  and  their  rare  appear¬ 
ance  on  tlw  surface  of  the  ground,  little  Is 
known  regarding  their  actual  numbers,  dle- 
tiibution.  underground  habits,  reproductive 
cycle,  motility  and  home  range,  and  daUy 
activities.  Little  purposeful  msnagemmt  for 
their  benefit  M  therefore,  poaslUe.  Control 
of  prairie  dogs  and  certain  other  rodents 
and  predators  by  landowners  should  only  be 
undertaken  with  proper  safeguards  for  the 
black-footed  ferret.  There  Is,  however,  no 
positive  method  of  determining  the  presence 
of  ferrets  In  prairie  dog  towns,  short  of  seeing 
th«n,  prior  to  or  diurlng  animal  control  oper¬ 
ations,  nor  Is  it  possible  to  determlire  the 
size  of  a  refuge  that  would  be  adequate  to 
protect  a  self-sustaining  population  of  this 
species. 

Field  studies  are  In  progress  to  attempt  to 
determine  status  and  distribution  and  to 
describe  the  life  history  apd  ecology  of  the 
black -footed  ferret.  An  important  handicap 
to  progress  has  been  the  InsMlKy  to  detect 
ferret  presence,  to  know  edien  they  have  de¬ 
parted  from  a  specific  prairie  dog  town,  or 
to  determine  where  they  have  gtme.  The 
development  of  a  safe  harness  which  will 
carry  a  radio  transmitter  ciqiable  of  pene¬ 
trating  10  to  20  feet  of  mineral  soil  will  be 
necessary  to  allow  the  detection  and  moni¬ 
toring  of  ferret  presence  and  behavior.  Test¬ 
ing  of  harnesses  and  radio  transmitter  de¬ 
vices  caimot  safely  be  done  with  ferrets  In 
the  wild,  but  until  such  monitoring  methods 
are  available,  retiuns  on  the  biologist’s  time 
spent  afield  will  continue  to  decline. 

Five  black-footed  ferrets,  8  males  and  2 
females,  are  being  maintained  In  confine¬ 
ment  at  the  Patuxent  Center.  Principal  re¬ 
search  activities  aeeoclated  with  these  ani¬ 
mals  are  atten^kts  to  breed  them,  to 
determine  their  physiological  rrorms  and  re¬ 
productive  cycle,  and  to  produce  oneiurlng 
which  can  be  utlllxed  In  reestablishing  self- 
aufllclent  tetrad  populations  In  the  wild.  The 
researcfii  la  non-terminal  In  nature,  such 
activities  being  reserved  for  other  related, 
but  more  abundant  species,  such  as  the  Si¬ 
berian  polecat  (Jfustela  everamaami)  or 
European  polecat  (Jf.  putortoua).  Pwrmlsslan 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota  has  been 
received  to  live-trap  oire  additional  female 
black-footed  ferret  for  study  at  Patuxent. 
This  animal  will  preferably  be  taken  from 
private  lands  ahere  prabie  dog  control  Is  be¬ 
ing  aocompllahed  by  the  landowirer  and  there 
is  a  substantial  degree  of  risk  of  loss  of  the 
ferret.  All  other  ferrets  located  In  prairie  dog 
towns  where  the  landowner  Is  determined  to 
carry  out  cmitrol  or  eradication  measrures  will 
be  trapped  and  moved  to  prairie  dog  towns 
on  other  private  or  public  lands  where  pro¬ 
tection  from  prairie  dog  control  Is  assrned. 

Black-footed  ferrets  destined  for  propaga¬ 
tion  aird  other  studies  at  the  Patuxent  Cen¬ 
ter  are  llve-tra{qwd  under  State  permit.  hMd 
for  at  least  two  weeks  In  quarantine  In  the 
state  where  ciqrtured,  then  flown  to  Mary¬ 
land.  acconqranled  by  a  Mologtst.  Upon  ar¬ 
rival  at  Patuxent,  each  ferret  Is  given  a  com¬ 
plete  examination,  administered  killed  vac¬ 
cine  distemper  shots  which  had  been  begun 
In  the  state  of  origin,  treated  for  external  and 
Internal  parasltaa.  retained  In  quarantine 
under  scrutiny  of  the  staff  veterinarian  an 
additional  30  days  and.  If  found  healthy  anrt 
free  of  disease  and  parasites.  Is  moved  to  the 
ferret  research  building.  No  terminal  re¬ 
search  or  experimentation  deemed  detrimen¬ 
tal  to  any  of  the  ferrets  brought  Into  cap- 
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tlvlty  will  be  attunpted;  studies  will  be  pri¬ 
marily  obeenratlonal.  Studies  with  any  sub- 
stanUal  risk  to  the  animal  will  be  carried 
out  only  with  exotic  mustelld  q>ecleB.  Any 
final  testing  Ot  harnessing  methods  tat  radio- 
telemetry  stodtoe  with  black-footed  ferrets 
win  only  by  aoecnnpllshed  with  anlmale  that 
are  kept  under  continual  visual  survelUanoe, 
and  the  harness  wUl  be  removed  immedi¬ 
ately  If  difficulties  are  encountered.  All  con¬ 
fined  q}eclmens  will  be  permanently  marked 
with  a  distinctive  number  on  the  Inner  side 
of  the  hind  1^  by  the  use  of  a  tattooing  de¬ 
vice,  and  special  efforts  will  be  made  to  avoid 
Inbreeding,  particularly  parent-offspring  or 
sibling  matings.  The  ultimate  effect  of  the 
study  of  confined  animals  will  be  to  provide 
Information  essential  to  their  management 
In  the  wild,  and  to  eventually  furnish  stock 
for  the  restoration  of  ferret  populations  In 
formerly  occupied  habitats.  The  Identifica¬ 
tion  of  specific  locations  of  black-footed  fer¬ 
rets  In  the  wild  has  been  deliberately  avoided 
to  reduce  the  adverse  effects  of  visitor  Intru¬ 
sion  that  could  be  expected  If  actual  loca¬ 
tions  become  known. 

25)  Eastern  timber  wolf  (Canis  lupus  Zy- 
caon):  The  principal  remaining  UJ3.  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  eastern  timber  wolf  Is  located 
In  northern  Minnesota.  Information  needed 
for  Its  effective  management  requires  con¬ 
tinuing  the  ecological,  behavioral,  and  physi¬ 
ological  studies  In  the  Great  Lakes  region 
by  the  UJ3.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  Its 
contractors,  collaborators,  and  associates.  To 
obtain  this  Information,  It  will  be  necessary 
to  live-trap,  anesthetize,  draw  blood  samples, 
ear-tag,  radio-tag,  examine,  weigh,  track, 
observe  from  the  ground  and  from  the  air, 
automatically  monitor  dens,  simulate  howl¬ 
ing,  photograph,  examine  wolf  kills,  translo¬ 
cate  wolves,  and  In  other  ways  Intensively 
study  them  to  obtain  primary  and  supple¬ 
mentary  information.  Numbers  of  wolves  In¬ 
volved  will  be  from  about  30  to  70  each  year, 
and  accidental  losses  of  Individuals  will  be 
very  rare.  The  species  will  be  benefited  by 
more  enlightened  management  which  re¬ 
quires  Intensive  ecological  and  behavioral 
Information  on  factors  regulating  popula¬ 
tions,  survival,  natality,  territoriality,  dis¬ 
persal,  prey  relations,  and  food  habits.  Ordi¬ 
narily  wolves  will  be  taken  from  the  wild 
only  from  areas  where  they  may  cause  live¬ 
stock  depredation  problems  and  will  be 
housed  at  the  Minnesota  State  Zoo  or  other 
qualified  holding  facilities;  their  removsa  is 
expected  to  have  negligible  effect  on  the  wild 
populations. 

36)  Key  deer  (Odocoileus  virginianus 
elavium):  No  Intensive  studies  of  the  key 
deer  are  planned,  but  observations  will  be 
made  by  a  program  biologist  when  In  Key 
deer-occupled  areas  on  other  assignments. 
No  dlsturbimce  or  adverse  effect  upon  the 
wild  population  Is  anticipated. 

Endakgebed  Spxcies  Pkebct  Information 

Envixonmentai.  Pollution  Program  Pa¬ 
tuxent  Wildlife  Research  Center 

Biologists  and  chemists  In  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Pollution  Program  at  Patuxent  are 
currently  Invcdved  In  research  rirojects  that 
deal  dlnctly  with  three  species  at  birds  that 
are  endangered.  These  species  are  the  South¬ 
ern  Bald  Eagle  (Haliaeetus  leuoocephalut 
leueocephaltu) .  Brown  Pelican  (P&leeanus 
oecidentalis) ,  and  Arctic  Peregrine  Falcon 
{Faleo  peregrinut  tundrius) .  Details  of  theee 
research  studies  follow. 

Braum  Pelican:  Peculations  of  brown  peli¬ 
cans  have  been  studied  In  detail  since  1971 
at  the  Cape  Remain  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
iu  South  Carolina.  The  wmrk  is  a  Joint  project 
with  the  Oiq>e  Romaln  Refuge  through  the 
Atlanta  Office.  The  primary  objectives  of  the 
study  are  1)  To  assess  the  populations,  be¬ 
havior  and  (productive  status  of  the  brown 
pelican  and  associated  bird  pecies  at  the 


NOTICES 

Cape  Romaln  Refuge  and  nearby  areas  in 
South  Carolina,  and  to  gather  as  much  data 
as  possible  on  the  brown  pelican  ccrtonlee  In 
North  Carolina  and  Tioulslana;  3)  To  in¬ 
ventory  and  aseens  the  kinds  and  degrees  of 
organochlortne  pesticide  contamination  In 
estuarine  birds,  their  eggs  and  their  food; 
and  3)  To  Integrate  these  findings  Into  an 
evaluative  ppralsal  of  the  pollution  ecology 
of  the  Cape  Rmnaln  Refuge  and  surround¬ 
ing  areas.  1975  is  the  final  year  of  this  6- 
year  study. 

During  1975,  50  brown  pelican  eggs  will  be 
collected  from  each  of  two  colonies  at  the 
Cape  Romaln  Refuge  (total:  100  eggs).  Con¬ 
tents  of  eggs  will  be  analyzed  for  organo- 
chlcMdne  pesticides,  and  shell  thickness 
measurements  will  be  taken.  In  addition,  up 
to  12  pelicans  found  dead  will  be  saved  and 
autopsled  to  determine  cause  of  death.  Exact 
number  will  depend  up<m  how  many  are  en¬ 
countered  In  the  field.  Carcass  samples  will 
be  analyzed  for  organochlMine  pesticides, 
and  livers  will  be  analyzed  for  heavy  metals. 

Ckrilectlon  of  eggs  will  result  In  the  death 
of  the  developing  embryo.  No  nestlings.  Ju¬ 
venile,  or  adult  birds  are  to  be  sacrificed. 

Studies  on  the  relationship  between  or- 
ganochlorine  compounds,  particularly  DDE, 
and  pelicans  have  been  instrumental  In  the 
evaluation  ot  the  detrimental  effects  of  toxic 
chemicals  on  wild  birds.  The  almost  total 
reproductive  failure  of  the  pelican  colonies  In 
Southern  California  was  attributed  to  the 
detrimental  effects  of  DDT  and  Its  metabo¬ 
lites.  This  problem  generated  public  aware¬ 
ness  at  the  effects  ot  these  chemicals  upon 
avian  reproduction  and  damage  to  the  en¬ 
vironment  in  general.  Data  gained  from  field 
studies  of  pelicans  In  relation  to  environ¬ 
mental  pollutants  contributed  to  the  case 
against  DDT.  Since  the  ban  on  DDT  declines 
In  DDT  metabolites  have  been  monit<u*ed  In 
Pelican  eggs.  Continuing  studies  will  help 
pinpoint  other  chemicals  that  are  potentially 
harmful  to  pelicans  and  other  species  as 
well.  Data  gained  from  these  studies  will 
have  long-range  beneficial  effects  on  pelican 
populations. 

Eggs  only  will  be  taken  from  the  pelican 
colonies  at  the  Cape  Remain  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge. 

No  animals  are  to  be  maintained  In  cap¬ 
tivity. 

Cidlectlon  at  50  eggs  from  two  colonies  will 
have  a  negligible  effect  on  the  status  of  the 
brown  pelican  In  South  Carolina. 

Peregrine  Falcon:  The  purpose  of  this 
study  is  to  develop  a  small  captive  colony 
of  peregrines  that  can  potentially  sup¬ 
ply  birds  for  experimental  studies  dem¬ 
onstrating  the  detrimental  effects  of 
environmental  pollutants  to  the  species. 
Attempts  at  propagation  will  continue 
during  FYTe,  FY77,  and  PY78.  Initial  ap¬ 
plication  should  cover  only  propagation. 
We  intend  to  use  only  offspring  of  the 
current  stock  in  studies  with  environ-,, 
mental  pollutants.  Application  by 
amendment  can  be  made  for  experimen¬ 
tal  studies  when  that  stage  is  recudied 
(Py78). 

Eleven  adult  birds  (five  miles  and  six 
females)  are  involved  in  the  study. 

This  research  involves  propagatlmi 
only  and  will  not  result  in  the  death  of 
the  animals. 

Our  efforts  at  propagation  will  add  to 
the  general  knowledge  of  breeding  cap¬ 
tive  peregrines.  A  broad  base  of  exper¬ 
tise  in  this  area  is  Important  when  con¬ 
sidering  the  possibility  ol  reintroduction 
into  the  wild  of  eggs  or  young  from  cap¬ 
tive  stock.  If  the  peregrines  are  success¬ 
fully  bred  at  Patiixent,  the  offspring  will 


eventually  be  used  in  studies  of  environ¬ 
mental  contaminants.  The  knowledge 
gained  can  only  enhance  the  sxuwlval  of 
the  species.  The  adverse  effects  of  or- 
ganochlorlne  j^esticldes,  particularly 
DDT,  <m  reproduction  have  contributed 
to  declines  of  peregrines  In  North 
America  and  elsewhere.  Peregrines  oc¬ 
cupy  the  upper  tn^hlc  levels  of  their 
food  chains  and.  h«ice,  accumulate 
elevated  amounts  of  persistent  environ¬ 
mental  pollutants.  Moreover,  the  spe¬ 
cies  appears  to  be  imusuaUy  sensitive  to 
organo^orine  pesticides.  Experimental 
studies  may  eventually  be  conducted  to 
elucidate  the  effects  of  kinds  and  levels 
of  chemicals  that  are  hazardous  to  the 
species  survival  and/or  reproductive  suc¬ 
cess. 

No  additional  animals  are  to  be  taken  from 
the  wUd. 

AU  animals  are  boused  at  the  Patuxent 
Wildlife  Research  Center,  Laurel,  Maryland. 
Two  pain  are  In  Indoor  pens  that  measure 
20(L)xl0(W)xl2(H)  feet.  The  remaining 
birds  are  in  outdoor  pens  that  measure 
36(L)x72(W)xl8(H)  feet.  All  pens  are 
equipped  with  perches,  nesting  ledges,  feed¬ 
ing  platforms  and  water  pans. 

The  study  will  have  no  detrimental  effect 
on  the  wUd  population.  Knowledge  gained 
from  propagation  and  studies  with  environ¬ 
mental  pollutants  will  benefit  the  wild  popu-  ^ 
latlon.  W 

Bald  Eagle:  Research  on  the  bald  eagle  Is 
conducted  under  four  separate  research 
projects; 

1)  Pesticide  and  other  pollutant  residues 
in  bald  eagle  eggs:  The  objective  of  this  proj¬ 
ect  is  to  compare  the  poUutant  residues  in 
eggs  of  bald  eagles  from  various  areas  in  the 
United  States  and  to  relate  these  to  residues 
shown  to  be  harmful  in  field  <»■  experimental 
studies  of  other  species  of  birds  of  prey. 

The  primary  activity  with  southern  bald 
eagles  under  this  project  is  the  ooUectlon  of 
non-vlable  bald  eagle  eggs  from  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  bald  eagle  population.  Only  ^;gs 
that  have  definitely  been  abandoned  or  have 
been  incubated  well  beyond  the  normal  incu¬ 
bation  period  of  85  days  would  be  collected. 
The  eggs  wlU  be  processed  and  the  foUowing 
Information  obtained:  1)  sheU  thickness;  2) 
stage  of  embryonic  development;  and  3) 
length  and  breadth  of  egg  (used  to  estimate 
egg  volume).  Tbe  contents  of  eggs  will  be 
saved  for  chemical  analysis  of  organochlorlne 
insecticides  and  polychlorinated  biphenyls. 
Tbe  results  of  the  analysis  of  each  egg  would 
be  used  to  determine  the  probable  impact  of 
the  residues  found  on  reproductive  success 
at  each  nest  sampled  and  (to  a  lesser  degree) 
on  the  entire  population.  A  total  of  one  or 
more  non-vlable  eggs  from  ten  different  nests 
in  the  Chesapeake  Bay  area  would  be  needed 
to  provide  the  desired  information. 

The  research  should  not  result  in  the  death 
of  any  southern  bald  eagles  or  their  young, 
and  there  should  be  no  effect  on  wild  popula¬ 
tions. 

Information  on  nests  with  eggs  that  have 
been  abandoned  and/or  have  definltrty  been 
incubated  well  beyond  tbe  normal  incuba¬ 
tion  period  would  be  provided  by: 

Mr.  Jackson  Abbott,  8501  Doter  Drive,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Virginia  23308. 

Mr.  Frederic  R.  Scott,  115  Kennondale  Lane, 

Richmond,  Virginia  23326. 

If  excessive  residues  are  found  in  the  eggs 
from  some  nests,  they  oould  indicate  a  source 
of  tbe  pollutant(s) .  which  if  found  and 
stopped  oould  •nNmwee  the  surTival  ot  tbe 
qiecles.  Adults  at  such  nests  oould  be  enoour- 
aged  to  use  cleaner  alternate  food  sources. 
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2)  Mortality  faetort,  diseases,  parasites, 
and  trends  of  pesticides  and  other  pollutants 
in  bald  eagles:  Bald  eagles  tound  dead  or  mor¬ 
ibund  are  collected  by  Federal,  States  and 
private  cooperators  and  shipped  to  this  la¬ 
boratory  for  necropsy  and  pesticide  analysis. 
The  objectives  of  the  study  are  1)  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  Identities  and  quantities  of  pesti¬ 
cides  and  other  environmental  contaminants 
in  bald  eagles  foimd  dead,  and  to  determine 
changes  In  contaminatlcm  in  succeeding 
years;  and  2)  to  determine  mortality  factors, 
diseases,  and  parasites  of  the  bald  eagle.  The 
necropsy  procedures  very  somewhat  from  the 
traditional  procedures  used  In  poultry  diag¬ 
nostic  and  veterinary  research  laboratories 
because  of  the  subsequent  organochlorine 
pesticide  analysis.  The  carcass  remainders, 
liver,  brain  and  kidney  are  saved  and  froeen 
for  later  chemical  analysis.  Helminth  para¬ 
sites  are  saved  for  later  Identification,  and  all 
bacterial  Isolates  are  identified  by  the  inves¬ 
tigator  or  are  submitted  to  outside  labora¬ 
tories  for  Identification. 

This  Is  a  continuing  study.  No  termination 
date  has  been  established. 

There  is  no  way  to  predict  how  many  eagles 
will  be  encountered  dead  or  moribund  by  co- 
operators  in  the  field.  During  1974,  56  bald 
eagles  were  necropsied,  and  tissues  of  35  were 
analyzed  for  organochlorine  pesticides  and 
other  environmental  pollutants. 

All  animals  are  either  dead  or  near  death 
when  received.  No  live  birds  are  to  be  sacri¬ 
ficed. 

This  work  is  Important  in  the  evaluation 
of  the  causes  of  bald  eagle  population  de¬ 
clines  that  have  occurred  dining  past  years. 
Knowledge  of  the  effects  of  pesticides  or  other 
pidlutants  upon  survival  and  reproduction 
of  eagles  is  an  important  contribution  to  our 
understanding  of  population  declines.  Re¬ 
sults  from  chemical  analysis  of  eagle  tissues 
allow  us  to  identify  harmful  chemicals  and 
pinpoint  problem  areas  in  regard  to  environ¬ 
mental  pollution. 

No  live  healthy  animals  are  to  be  taken 
frcMn  the  wild.  Only  eagles  found  dead  or 
moribund  are  received. 

There  will  be  no  detrimental  effect  on  the 
wild  population.  Knowledge  gained  from 
these  studies  on  mortality  factors  and  toxic 
chemicals  affecting  eagles  will  be  of  long¬ 
term  benefit  to  the  eagle  population  and  the 
envlroiunent  in  general. 

Z) Breeding  and  care  of  captive  bald  eagles 
for  pollution  research:  The  primary  ob^- 
tlves  of  this  project  are:  1)  to  develop  and 
maintain  a  group  of  bald  eagles  for  use  In 
experiments  to  determine  the  effects  of  en¬ 
vironmental  pollutants,  and  to  Improve 
maintenance  techniques;  and  2)  to  breed 
bald,  eagles  in  captivity  and  determine  the 
factors  responsible  and/or  necessary  for  their 
reproductive  success. 

At  the  present  time  we  have  about  nine 
southern  bald  eagles  In-  captivity.  It  la  im¬ 
possible  to  provide  the  exact  number  because 
of  the  overlap  in  size  between  northern  and 
southern  bald  eagles,  especially  between 
northern  males  and  southern  females.  This 
situation  is  complicated  because  of  the  diffi¬ 
culty  In  accurately  sexing  all  of  the  eagles 
on  hand.  In  addition  to  the  above  we  have 
four  captive  produced  ncurthem  x  southern 
Immature  bald  eagles  plus  two  eggs  and  one 
eaglet  as  of  7  April. 

Wo  have  no  plans  for  systematically  re¬ 
moving  southern  bald  eagles  from  the  wild, 
although  we  wish  to  be  able  to  accept  eagles 
that  are  Incapable  of  surviving  In  the  wild 
due  to  Injuries  or  being  hand-reared  by 
humans.  We  also  wish  to  be  able  to  accept 
newly  Injured  or  sick  southern  bald  eagles 
for  treatment  and  if  feasible,  eventual  release 
back  Into  the  wild. 

Some  southern  bald  eagles  under  this  proj¬ 
ect  vrlll  be  utilized  for  propagatlonal  pur¬ 
poses.  One  southern  female  Is  already  a  part 


of  a  successfully  breeding  pair.  That  pair  is 
housed  In  a  flight  cage  36x72x18  feet  high, 
v^loh  Is  equipped  with  perches,  nest  plat- 
torm,  feedl^  blocks  and  a  water  pan.  Her 
mate  la  a  northern  bird. 

As  msmy  as  two  additional  southern  pairs 
(mostly  cr4>pled  birds  unable  to  fly)  may  be 
\ised  In  futiire  yesurs  ter  additional  ciq>tive 
breeding  studies.  Inlttel  attempts  at  captive 
breeding  with  these  pairs  wo\ild  probably  be 
conducted  In  pens  20x50x6  feet  high.  Smaller 
pens  might  be  used  providing  the  disposi¬ 
tion  and  welfare  of  the  birds  warranted  their 
use.  Artificial  Insemination  and  artificial  In¬ 
cubation  might  be  used  in  ths  work. 

The  research  on  captive  breeding  could 
eventually  result  In  captive  produced  fertile 
eggs  nestlings  that  could  be  placed  in 
suitable  nests  In  the  wild  to  augment  wild 
production  of  young,  thus  enhancing  survival 
of  the  species. 

All  captive  eagles  are  given  a  diet  of  whole 
fish  (commercially  obtained),  laboratory  ro¬ 
dents,  and  a  commercial  bird  of  prey  diet. 

The  work  under  this  project  should  not  re¬ 
sult  In  death  of  the  birds. 

There  would  be  no  adverse  effects  on  the 
wild  population. 

Southern  bald  eagles  not  suitable  for  re¬ 
lease  or  not  needed  for  captive  breeding 
would  probably  ultimately  be  transferred  to 
projects  such  as  that  mentioned  under  4 
below. 

(4)  Effects  and  persistence  of  dieldrin  in 
captive  bald  eagles:  The  objectives  of  this 
project  are:  (1)  to  determine  the  loss  rate 
of  dieldrin  In  bald  eagles;  and  (2)  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  relationships  between  plasma  en¬ 
zyme  activity  and  dieldrin  residues  in  bald 
eagles. 

We  are  concerned  with  the  loss  rate  of 
dieldrin  because  ten  percent  of  the  bald 
eagles  found  in  the  wild  In  the  United  States 
during  the  period  1964-72  that  have  been 
analyzed  were  suspected  to  have  died  of  diel¬ 
drin  poisoning.  The  incidence  of  dieldrin 
poisoning  was  especially  high  for  the  states 
of  Maryland,  Virginia,  South  Carolina,  and 
Florida,  where  47  percent  of  the  q>eclmens 
analyzed  probably  died  of  dieldrin  poisoning. 

It  is  not  known  if  dieldrin  is  unusually 
toxic  to  bald  eagles,  if  they  are  unable  to 
metabolize  and/or  excrete  it  as  rapidly  as 
other  species  of  birds,  or  If  they  are  sus¬ 
ceptible  to  dieldrin  poisoning  merely  because 
of  their  position  In  food  chains  and  the 
degree  of  exposure  to  the  toxicant.  Black 
ducks  will  be  used  as  a  comparative  species. 

A  maximum  of  five  southern  bald  eagles 
will  be  used  in  this  project.  All  are  crippled 
and  unable  to  fiy  or  survive  In  the  wild.  They 
are  thought  to  be  of  minimal  value  in  the 
captive  breeding  project.  A  total  of  six  bald 
eagles  (not  all  southerns)  will  be  given  a 
single  oral  dose  of  dieldrin  at  a  level  thought 
to  be  sublethal.  Additional  eagles,  both 
northern  and  southern,  will  serve  as  controls. 
Blood  samples  will  be  taken  Just  prior  to 
dosage  and  at  Intervals  following  dosage.  The 
samples  (about  10  cc  from  each  bird  at  each 
sampling  Interval)  will  be  analyzed  for 
plasma  enzyme  activity,  hemoglobin,  hemato¬ 
crit,  and  residues  ot  wganochlorlnes  Includ¬ 
ing  dieldrin.  The  loss  rate  of  dieldrin  wlU  be 
determined  in  each  eagle  and  wUl  be  com¬ 
pared  to  that  found  In  the  black  ducks.  The 
dosed  birds  will  be  sacrificed  at  the  end  of 
the  study,  which  may  last  as  long  as  two 
years. 

Information  on  the  loss  rate  of  dieldrin  In 
bald  eagles  could  suggest  ways  of  reducing 
the  frequency  of  dieldrin  poisoning  in  wild 
bald  eagles,  thus  enhancing  their  survival. 

The  eagles  will  be  housed  in  pens  20x50x6 
feet  high  with  a  perch,  water  pan  and  feeding 
block,  and  will  be  fed  the  same  types  of  food 
as  stated  above. 

There  will  be  no  adverse  effect  on  wild 
populations. 


General  Provision:  Occasionally,  over-age 
eggs  or  carcasses  of  endangwed  q>ecles  are 
encountMed  In  the  field.  In  past  years,  such 
egg  or  carcass  samples  have  been  analyzed  for 
organochlorine  pesUcldes  and/or  other  en¬ 
vironmental  pollutants.  Analyses  for  environ¬ 
mental  poUutants  are  Important  tar  identify¬ 
ing  chemicals  that  may  potentially  have  a 
detrimental  effect  upon  the  species’  survival 
or  reproduction.  Results  will  suggest  whether 
chemicals  have  contributed  to  the  demise 
and  current  status  of  the  species. 

We  would  like  to  be  able  to  continue  an¬ 
alyzing  endangered  species,  either  over-age 
eggs  or  tissues  from  animals  found  dead,  for 
environmental  pollutants.  It  Is  not  possible 
to  estimate  how  many  specimens  will  be  en¬ 
countered  in  the  field. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  addendum 
to  the  application  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  during  normal  business 
hours  at  the  Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 
1612  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  addendum  to  the  application  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments.  preferably  in  triplicate,  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  (FWS/LE) ,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  Post  Office  Box  19183,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  All  relevant  comments 
received  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  28, 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  V.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20267  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

TIMBER  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  REVISIONS, 
BIGHORN  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  EnvlnHimental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  at 
Agriculture,  has  prepeu-ed  a  final  m- 
vironmental  stat^ent  for  the  Timber 
Management  Plan  Revisions  for  the  Big¬ 
horn  National  FV)re8t.  The  Forest  Service 
Report  number  is  USDA-FS-R2-PES 
(Adm)  FY-75-07. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposal  to  revise  the  1962  (Rev.) 
Timber  Management  Plan  f(Nr  the  Big¬ 
horn  Nati(mal  Forest  in  northern  Wy¬ 
oming.  Such  Plans  are  required  to  regu¬ 
late  the  fiow  of  timber  products  from 
National  Forest  lands. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  January  7, 
1975. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  July  28, 1975. 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  wex-king  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations; 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  So.  Agrlc\ilture  Bldg., 
Room  3230,  12th  St.  tc  Index>endence  Ave., 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Servloe,  11177  West  8th  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  25127,  Denver,  Colorado  80225. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Bl^om  National  For¬ 
est,  Columbus  Building,  P.O.  Box  2046, 
Sheridan,  Wyoming  82801. 
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A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
ayailable  upon  reqxKst  to  W.  J.  Lucas. 
Regional  PMrester,  USDA  Forest  SeiTlee, 
11177  West  8th  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  35127, 
Denver.  Colorado  80225. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Dated:  July  28, 1975. 

CiATTOir  B.  PmcE, 
Director,  Multiple  Use  and 

Environmental  Quality  Coordination. 

[FR  Doc.75-^175  FUed  8-l-75;t;45  sm] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

COLORAOO-UTE  ELECTRIC 
ASSOCIATION.  INC. 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  in  accordance  with  Section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969,  in  connection  with 
a  loan  application  from  Colorado-Ute 
'Electric  Association,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1149, 
Montrose,  Colorado  81401.  The  statement 
covers  approximately  98  miles  of  230  kV 
transmission  line  from  Boone,  Pueblo 
County.  Colorado,  to  Lamar,  Prowers 
County,  Colorado:  approximately  2.5 
mile  section  of  115  kV  tie  line  in  Pueblo 
County,  C(dorado,  between  the  proposed 
Boone  Substation  and  the  existing  Mid- 
way-LaJunta  115  kV  line;  approximately 
13  miles  of  new  115  kV  transmission  line 
in  Prowers  County,  Colorado,  fnnn  La¬ 
mar,  Colorado,  to  South  Lamar,  Colo¬ 
rado;  a  new  100  MVA,  230-115  kV  sub¬ 
station  at  Boone;  a  new  100  MVA,  230- 
115  kV  substation  at  Lamar  and  a  new 
115  kV  switching  bay  in  the  existing 
South  Lamar  Substatkm. 

Additional  information  may  be  se¬ 
cured  on  request,  submitted  to  Mr.  Rich¬ 
ard  F.  Richter,  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor — Electric,  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration,  UJS.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  The 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
may  be  examined  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  at  the  office  of  REA  in  the 
South  Agriculture  Building,  12th  Eltreet 
and  Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Room  4310,  or  at  the  bor¬ 
rower  address  indicated  above. 

Final  REA  action  with  respect  to  this 
matter  (including  any  release  of  funds) 
may  be  taken  after  thirty  (30)  days,  but 
only  after  FJSA  has  reached  satisfactory 
conclusions  with  respect  to  its  environ¬ 
mental  effects  and  after  procedural  re- 
quiremoits  set  forth  in  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  have 
been  met. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  23rd 
day  of  July,  1975. 

David  H.  Askegaaro, 

Acting  Administrator, 

Rural  SlectriAcation  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-90258  FUed  8-l-78:8:'VI  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

BAY  CREEK  WATERSHED,  ILUNOIS 
Availability  of  Negative  Dedaraition 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (O  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Envlronntmtal  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
Rl  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  part  650.8 
(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Ccmservation  Service 
Ouidtiines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Bay  Creek 
Watershed  i»oject.  Johnscm,  Pope,  and 
Massac  Counties,  Illinois. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  lo^, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  it.  As  a  result 

these  findings,  Mr.  Daniel  E.  Holmes, 
State  Conservationist,  Soil  Cmiserva- 
tion  Service,  USDA.  200  West  Church 
Street.  Champaign,  Illinois  61820,  has 
determined  that  the  preparation  and  re¬ 
view  of  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  remaining  claimed  wm’ks  of  im¬ 
provements.  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration.  Include  conservation  land 
treatment  supplemented  by  a  floodwater 
retarding  structure. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Sou  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  300  West 

Chvirch  Street,  Champaign,  mmols  61830. 

Requests  for  single  copies  of  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  should  be  sent  to  the 
above  address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imide- 
mentation  of  this  proposal  will  be  taken 
imtil  15  days  after  the  date  of  this 
notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic- Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Service) 

Dated:  July  28. 1975. 

William  B.  Davxt, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Remiurces,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20178  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


RABON  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT. 

SOUTH  CAROUNA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
Nationad  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3.  1974);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  UJ3.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
the  Rabon  Creek  Watershed  Project, 


Gbreenville  and  Laurens  Counties,  South 
Carolina.  U8DArBC8-EIS-WS-(ADM)- 
74-^  (F>. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  mu¬ 
nicipal  and  industrial  water  supply,  and 
recreation.  The  planned  woiks  of  im¬ 
provement  provide  for  conservation  land 
treatment,  two  single-purpose  floodwater 
retarding  structures,  and  one  multiple- 
purpose  structure  for  flood  prevention, 
municipal  and  Industrial  water  smiply 
and  recreation. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Coimcil  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy  re¬ 
quests: 

Stoll  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  One  Orey- 

stone  West,  240  Stonerldge  Drive,  Ccrium- 

bla.  South  Carolina  29310. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904.  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services.) 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

William  B.  Davxt, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-20176  Filed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


BLAKE  STREET  FLOOD  PREVENTION 
RCW  MEASURE,  MAINE 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  of 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1.  1973;  and  part 
650.8(b)(3)  of  the  Soil  Conaorvation 
Service  Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3, 
1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  Environmental  Impact  State¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Presque  Isle-Blake  Street  Mood  Preven¬ 
tion  RCliD  Measure.  City  of  Presque 
Isle.  Aroostook  Cotmty,  Maine. 

The  Environmental  Assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  measine 
will  not  create,  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  naticmal  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  mea¬ 
sure.  As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr. 
Warwick  M.  Tinsley.  Jr.,  State  Con¬ 
servationist,  Soil  Ccmservation  Service, 
USDA  Office  Building,  University  of 
Maine,  Orono,  Maine  04473,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  preparatim  and  review 
of  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
is  not  needed  for  tills  measure. 

The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for 
watershed  protection,  flood  prevention, 
and  erosicm  contitd  on  a  small  unnamed 
tributary  of  Presque  Isle  Stream  in  the 
City  of  Presque  Isle,  Maine.  The  planned 
wmrks  of  improvement  include  a  surface 
water  collection  and  disposal  system  plus 
seeding  of  a  30-acre  critical  sediment 
source. 

The  EnvlnHimental  Assessment  file  is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 
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Boll  Conservation  Service,  USDA  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Orono,  Maine  04473. 

The  Negative  Declaration  la  available 
for  single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  Inidemen- 
tation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken  until 
15  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice. 

Dated;  July  23. 1975. 

(Catalog  at  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.901,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Victor  H.  Barry,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Field 
Services,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

(FB  Doc.76-aoi77  Filed  8-1-76:8:46  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  76N-0169;  DESI  740; 

NDA  4-038,  etc.]  \ 

DIETHYLSTILBESTROL  AND  CLOSELY 
RELATED  CONGENERS 

Drugs  for  Human  Use;  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
implementation;  Amended  Notice 

A  notice  (DESI  740;  Docket  No.  FDC- 
D-664  (now  Docket  No.  75N-0169) )  was 
published  in  the  E^dkral  Register  of  No¬ 
vember  10,  1971  (36  FR  21537)  and  sub¬ 
sequently  amended  on  September  26, 
1973  (38  FR  26824)  and  February  26. 

1975  (40  FR  8242)  concerning,  among 
other  things,  the  labeling  eonditlons  for 
diethylstllbestrol  and  related  drug  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  products  are  used  in  treatment 
of  estrogen  deficiency  or  other  disease 
conditions.  Because  of  a  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  association  between  maternal  in¬ 
gestion  during  pregnancy  of  diethylstil- 
bestrol  and  the  occurrence  of  vaginal 
carcinoma  in  the  offspring,  the  labeling 
of  all  such  products  has  previously  been 
required  to  state  that  their  use  in  preg¬ 
nancy  is  contraindicated.  An  additional 
warning  is  now  being  required  concern¬ 
ing  the  possible  development  of  vaginal 
adenosis  in  postpubertal  girls  whose 
mothers  received  diethylstilbestiol  dur¬ 
ing  pregnancy. 

Reports  in  the  medical  literature  indi¬ 
cate  an  association  between  the  use  of 
diethylstilbestrol  and  the  occurrence  of 
vaginal  adenosis  in  postpubertal  girls 
and  young  women  whose  mothers  re¬ 
ceived  diethylstilbestrol  during  their 
pregnancy.  Herbst,  A.  L.,  et  al;  American 
Journal  of  Obstetrics  and  Gynecology 
40:287,  1972;  Herbst,  A.  L..  et  al:  Amer¬ 
ican  Journal  of  Obstetrics  and  Gynecol¬ 
ogy  118:607,  1974;  Herbst,  A.  L..  et  al: 
New  Ekigland  Journal  of  Medicine  292; 
334,  1975;  Stafi,  A..  Mattingly.  R.  F., 
Foley.  D.  V..  et  al.:  Obstetrics  and  Gy¬ 
necology  43:118-128, 1974;  and  Shermpn. 
A.  I.,  et  al:  Obstetrics  and  Gynecology 
44:531,  1974.  Copies  of  these  references 
are  available  for  public  examination  in 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Food  and 
Drug  Admlnlstraticm,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852  and 
may  be  seen  Monday  through  Friday 
from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  eastern  standard 
w  daylight  saving  time,  whichever  is 


effective  at  the  time,  except  on  Federal 
legal  holidays. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
concludes  that  this  assoclatlmi  should 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  physicians. 
Accordingly,  it  is  required  that  ^e  phy¬ 
sicians  package  insert  for  preparations 
contain^  diethylstilbestrol  or  closely 
related  congeners  (including  dlenestrol, 
hexestrol,  benzestrol,  and  promethestrol) 
Include  the  following  in  the  Warning 
section: 

“Vaginal  adenosis  has  been  reported  in 
30%  to  90%  of  postpubertal  girls  and 
yoimg  women  whose  moUiers  received 
diethylstilbestrol  or  a  closely  related 
congener  during  pregnancy.  This  condi¬ 
tion  was  found  most  frequently  in  those 
cases  where  DESS  had  been  given  in  early 
pregnancy  (first  12  weeks) .  The  signifi¬ 
cance  of  this  finding  with  respect  to 
potential  for  development  of  vaginal 
adenocarcinoma  is  unknown.  Periodic 
examination  of  such  patients  is  recom¬ 
mended.” 

Appropriate  revision  of  labeling  to  add 
the  above  statement  shall  be  made  on 
or  before  October  3.  1975  or  at  the  next 
printing  of  the  labeling,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  first. 

This  notice  is  Issued  pursuant  to  pro- 
vlslcms  of  the  Federal  Ehod,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  505,  52  Stat. 
1050-1053,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352, 
355)  and  imder  authority  delegated  to 
the  C(Hnmlssioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  5.1). 

Dated:  July  29. 1975. 

Sherwin  Gardner, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[PR  Doc.75-20171  FUed  8-1-76:8:46  am] 


Office  of  Education 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  ACCREDITA¬ 
TION  AND  INSTITUTIONAL  ELIGIBILITY 

Cancellation  of  Public  Meeting 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  August 
8-8,  1975,  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Accreditation  and  Institutional 
EJigibility,  notice  of  which  appeared  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  17,  1975, 
40  FR  30149-30150,  has  been  cancelled. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  July  25, 
1975. 


John  R.  Proffitt, 
Director,  Accreditation  and 


Institutional  Eligibility  Staff, 
Office  of  Education. 


[FR  DOC.75-2018S  Filed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

REVIEW  PANEL  ON  NEW  DRUG 
REGULATION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  92-463,  that  the  Review  Panel 
on  New  Drug  Regulation,  estatdished 
pursuant  to  42  U.S.C.  217  a.  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Department  of  Health,  Eklucation, 
and  Welfare,  on  February  21,  1975,  will 
meet  on  Monday,  August  18,  1975,  at 
9:15  a.m.  and  Tuesday,  August  19,  1975, 
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at  8:30  a.m.  In  Room  5051  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Eklucatirm,  and  Welfare’s 
North  Building,  330  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  The  Review 
Panel  will  consider  matters  pertaining 
to  its  study  of  existing  poUcles  and  pro¬ 
cedures  tor  the  regulation  of  new  drugs 
by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admlnlstraticm. 

Hie  meeting  is  open  to^  the  public. 

Further  information  on  the  Review 
Panel  may  be  obtained  from  Dr.  Lionel 
M.  Bernstein,  Executive  SecreUuTi  Re¬ 
view  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation, 
Rocmi  4617,  HEW  North  BuUdlng,  330 
Independence  Avenue.  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201,  telephcme  ’(202)  245-7510. 

Dated;  July  28.  1975. 

Lionel  M.  Bernstein,  MJ>.. 
Executive  Secretary,  Review 
Panel  on  New  Drug  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.76-a0218  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  Am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance* 
Administration 
[FDAA-478-DB:  NFD-279]  t 
ILUN01S 

Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  De- 
vdopment  by  the  President  imder  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Delegation  of  Authority. 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22.  1974,  entiUed  “Dis¬ 
aster  Relief  Act  of  1974"  (88  Stat  143) ; 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  25, 
1975,  the  President  declared  a  major  dis¬ 
aster  as  fc^ows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Illinois  re¬ 
sulting  from  a  tornado  which  (xx:urred 
on  July  23,  1975,  is  of  sufficient  severity 
and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  dis¬ 
aster  declaration  under  Public  Law  93- 
288.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  a, 
major  disaster  exists  in  the  State  of 
Illinois. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  l^retary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  im¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11795.  and  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Developm^t 
Delegation  of  Authority.  Docket  No.  D- 
74-285,  I  hereby  appomt  Mr.  Robert  E. 
Connor,  HUD  Region  V,  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
area  of  the  State  of  BUnois  to  have  been 
adversely  affected  by  this  declared  major 
disaster: 

The  County  of :  F\tlton 

(CAtAlog  of  FedATAl  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701  Disaster  Assistanoe.) 

Dated:  July  28, 1975. 

Thoicas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-90167  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 
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IPDAA-47a-DR;  NFD-2801 

MONTANA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disastar 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Montana,  dated  June  28,  1975,  and 
amended  July  8,  1975,  is  hereby  furtha* 
amended  to  include  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  among  those  counties  determined  to 
have  been  adverse  affected  by  the  catas¬ 
trophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by  the 
President  in  his  declaration  of  June  28, 
1975: 

The  Counties  of : 

Broadwater  *  Powell 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  July  25. 1975. 

WnxiAM  E.  Crockett, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal 

Disaster  Assistance  Administration. 

IFB  Doc.75-80168  Piled  8-1-76:8:45  am] 

Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
(Docket  No.  N-76-403] 

MILLION  DOLLAR  LAKES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Million  Dollar  Lakes, 
OILSR  No.  0-2591-01-15  (A-D),  Docket 
No.  75-04-IS. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Resort  Developers,  Inc.,  Martin  M. 
Davis,  Sr.,  President,  its  officers  and 
agents,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Re- 
spmident,'’  being  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Pull  Disclo¬ 
sure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90-448)  (15  U.S.C. 
1701  et  seq.),  received  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing  is¬ 
sued  June  30. 1975,  which  was  sent  to  the 
devel<H>er  pursuant  to  15  n.S.C.  1706(d), 
24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1)  and  1720.125  in¬ 
forming  the  developer  of  information  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Office  of  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  alleging  that  the 
Statement  of  Record  and  Property  Re¬ 
port  for  Million  Dollar  Lakes,  located  in 
Tuscaloosa  County,  Alabama,  contain 
untrue  statements  of  material  faet  or 
omit  to  state  material  facts  required  to  be 
stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statements  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  TTie  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  July  18,  1975,  in  response  to  the 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  CH^rtunity 
for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Owx>rtunlty  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
sions  ot  15  n.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  IT  IS  HEREBY  ORDERED 
that  a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of 

evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 


Washingtma,  D.C.,  on  September  2,  1975, 
at  10:00  ajn. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing: 

All  affidavits  and  a  list  of  all  witnesses 
are  requested  to  be  filed  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk.  HUD  Building.  Room  10150, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20410  on  or  before 
August  19,  1975. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  HEREBY  NOTI¬ 
FIED  that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
tme.  and  an  ORDER  Suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record,  herein  identified, 
shall  be  issued  pursuant  to  24  CFR 
1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  July  29,  1975. 

James  W.  Mast. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FB  Doc.76-20188  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  N-76-404] 

SWAN  POINT 
Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Swan  Point,  OILSR 
No.  0-2037-24-34,  Docket  No.  75-102-IS. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  United  States  Steel  Corporation, 
Inc.,  Edgar  B.  Speer,  President,  its  offi¬ 
cers  and  agents,  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  “Respondent,”  being  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90-448) 
(15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.) ,  received  a  Notice 
of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing  issued  June  30,  1975,  which  was 
sent  to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15 
UJS.C.  1706(d).  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1) 
and  1720.125  informing  the  developer  of 
information  obtained  by  the  Office  of  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Registration  alleging 
that  the  Statement  of  Record  and  Prop¬ 
erty  Report  tor  Swan  Point,  located  in 
Charles  County.  Maryland,  contain  un¬ 
true  statements  of  material  fact  or  conlt 
to  state  material  facts  required  to  be 
stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statements  therein  not  misleading. 

2., The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  July  17,  1975,  in  response  to  the 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered,  that  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportimlty 
for  Hearing  will  be  held  before  Judge 
James  W.  Mast,  in  Rocmi  7146,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 


Washington.  D.C.,  cm  August  21,  1975, 
at  10:00  a.m. 

Hie  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing: 

AH  affidavits  and  a  list  of  all  witnesses 
are  requested  to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  HUD  Building,  Room  10150.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20410  on  or  before  August  7, 
1975. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and  an 
Order  Suspending  the  Statement  of  Rec¬ 
ord.  herein  identified,  shall  be  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  July  25, 1975. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.76-20170  FUed  8-1-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

FAA  AIR  TRAFFIC  CONTROL  TOWER 
Notice  of  Commissioning 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1975,  the  Airport  Traffic  Control 
Tow^  at  the  Williamson  County  Air¬ 
port,  Mmricm,  Illinois,  will  be  commis¬ 
sioned  as  an  FAA  facility.  This  Informa- 
timi  will  be  r^ected  in  the  FAA  Organi¬ 
zational  Statement  the  next  time  it  is 
issued. 

C(xnmunications  to  the  tower  should 
be  as  follows: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Airport 

Traffic  Control  Tbwer,  Fourth  Floor, 

Williamson  County  Alrp(Nt,  Marion, 

Illinois  62959. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  July 
28.  1975. 

John  M.  Cyeocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-20139  Filed  8-1-76:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  PROCEDURAL 
REFORMS 

Meeting 

July  30, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics 
Board  Advisory  Committee  on  Procedural 
Reforms  will  be  held  at  9:30  ajn.  on 
Saturday,  August  23,  1975,  in  Room  1027 
of  the  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 

The  Advleory  Ccanmlttee  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  study  the  procedural  aspects  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  regulatl<m,  and 
to  recommend  changes  designed  to  re¬ 
duce  cost  and  delay. 
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The  memben  of  the  Advisory  C<Mn- 
mittee  are: 

Elroy  H.  Wolff,  Bert  W.  Rein 

ChaimMui  Reuben  B.  Robert' 

Richard  J.  Barber  son,  in 

Emory  N.  Ellis,  Jr.  J.  Kerwln  Rooney 

Marvin  H.  Koeters  Kelly  Rueck 

Monte  Lazarus  Walter  D.  Scott 

Richard  S.  Maurer  Jerrold  Sooutt,  Jr. 

Adrian  M.  McDcm-  Robert  B.  Shapiro 

ough  James  Lawrence 

Gerard  R.  Moran  Smith 

Paul  S.  Quinn  John  M.  Steadman 

Prank  M.  Woeenoraft 

The  committee  will  discuss  the  scope- 
of  Its  wort,  define  specific  problem  areas 
for  further  examination,  and  organize 
task  forces  for  investigation  of  those 
areas.  At  the  close  of  the  general  meet¬ 
ing,  organizational  sessions  may  be  held 
by  the  various  task  forces. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Any  member  of  the  public  may  file 
written  statements  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  to  be  discussed.  Oral  presentations 
should  be  requested  in  advance. 

Persons  wishing  further  information, 
or  wishing  to  make  written  or  oral  pres¬ 
entations  ediould  contact  Edmund  W. 
Kitch,  Executive  Directly,  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  Advisory  Committee  on 
Procedural  Reforms,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board.  Washington,  D.C.  20428.  tele¬ 
phone  202-382-7747. 

Itfinutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  by  September  6, 
1975,  in  Room  727  of  the  Universal  Build¬ 
ing.  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary, 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[PR  Doc.75-20194  Plied  8-1-75:8:45  wnj 


[Docket  No.  24880] 

BAGGAGE  ALLOWANCE  TARIFF  RULES  IN 

OVERSEAS  AND  FOREIGN  AIR  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argu¬ 
ment  in  this  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  before  the  Board  on  September 
24.  1975,  at  10:00  am.  (local  time),  in 
Room  1027,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  29, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park. 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doe.7a-20106  Piled  8^1-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  28068] 

SERVICE  TO  HARLINGEN  CASE 
Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  Is  assigned  to  be  held  rm  Septem¬ 
ber  25. 1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time) ,  in 
Room  726,  Universal  Building,  1825  Con¬ 


necticut  Avenue.  NW..  Washington,  DX:.. 
before  Administrative  Iaw  Judge  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Dawer. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  c<mduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  (me  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
c(H>ies  to  the  Ju^  of  (1)  proposed  state¬ 
ment  of  issues;  (2)  pnmoe^  stipulatkms; 
(3)  requests  for  Information;  (4)  state- 
rients  of  poeitlons  of  parties;  and  (5). 
prcmosed  procedural  dates.  The  Bureau 
of  Operating  Rights  will  circulate  its 
material  on  or  before  S^tember  5.  1975, 
and  the  other  parties  on  or  before  Sep- 
t^ber  15,  1975.  The  submissions  of  the 
other  parties  shall  be  limited  to  points  on 
which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erating  Riihts,  and  sludl  follow  the  num¬ 
bering  and  lettering  used  by  the  Bureau 
to  facilitate  cross-referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  July  29, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR-Doc.75-20195  PUed  8-l-75;8:45  sm] 

[Docket  26494;  Agreement  CA.B.  25294; 

Order  75-7-138] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOaATION 

Order  Relating  to  Passenger  Fares 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  July 
29.  1975.  * 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  Traffic 
Conference  2  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (lATA).  The 
agreement,  adopted  by  mail  vote,  has 
been  assigned  the  above  C.A.B.  agree¬ 
ment  number. 

The  agreement  would  increase  all  TC2 
basic,  normal  and  special  fares  to/from 
Denmark,  Norway  and  Sweden  (includ¬ 
ing  fares  within  Scandinavia)  by  U.K. 
fl.OO  o.w.  and  U.K.f2.00  r.t.  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  increased  charges  Imposed  by 
the  Scandinavian  Governments  during 
the  last  three  months.  The  fares  are 
comblnable  with  fares  to/from  U.S. 
points  and  thus  have  indirect  application 
in  air  transportation  as  defined  by  the 
Act. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations 
14  cm  385.14,  it  is  not  foimd  that  reso¬ 
lution  200  (Mall  25D005Z,  incorporated 
in  Agreement  C.A.B.  25294  as  indicated, 
and  which  has  indirect  application  in  air 
transportation  as  defined  by  the  Act.  is 
adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED  THAT: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  25294  be  and  hereby 
is  approved. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  cm  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  da3rs  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 


nils  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Amx>nautlcs 
Board  upon  explratkm  of  the  above 
poriod,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this 
order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

James  L.  Deeoan. 

Chief,  Passenger  and  Cargo 
Rates  DMsion  Bureau 
of  Economics. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Dcc.75-a0198  PUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 
[Docket  27075;  Ordw  75-7-146) 

PITTSBURGH-ATLANTA-JAMAICA  CASE 
Order  To  Show  CauM 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  30th  day  of  July,  1975. 

By  a  motion  filed  Jiuie  4. 1975,  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  requests  that  the  Board  issue 
an  order  directing  all  interested  persons 
to  show  cause  why  Eastern's  iqipllcatlon 
for  a  certificate  amendment  at  issue  in 
the  Pittsburgh- Atlanta- Jamaica  Case, 
Docket  27075*  should  not  be  granted 
without  a  hearing.  Eastern’s  apidicadon 
seeks  an  amendment  of  Conditl(>n  5  for 
Route  5  which,  inter  aHa,  requires  kU 
filghts  serving  Pittsburgh  and  Atlanta 
to  originate  or 'terminate  at  Tonmto, 
CTanada.  If  Eastern’s  certificate  applica¬ 
tion  were  approved,  this  condlticm  would 
not  apply  to  filghts  serving  Kingston  or 
Mont^  Bay,  Jamaica,  thereby  permit¬ 
ting  Eastern  to  operate  Plttsburgh-Ja- 
malca  turnaround  service,  via  Atlanta. 

In  support  of  its  motion  for  a  show 
cause  order.  Eastern  states  that  grant  of 
its  application  will  have  a  minimal  im¬ 
pact  on  United  Air  Lines,  the  unrestricted 
incumbent  nonstop  carrier  in  the  Pltts- 
burgh-Atlanta  market,  since  the  Board 
would  merely  be  substituting  a  long-haul 
restriction  <m  the  southern  end  of  a 
Plttsburgh-Atlanta  flight  (Jamaica)  for 
a  long-haul  restriction  otn  the  northern 
end  (Toronto).  Eastern  further  alleges 
that  eliminating  the  Toronto  long-haul 
restriction  for  Plttsburgh-Atlanta- 
Jamaica  filghts  will  have  no  appreciable 
impact  on  the  Toronto-Plttsburgh  or 
Toronto-Atlanta  markets  since  these 
markets  will  continue  to  recdve  the 
ample  service  currently  provided.  Denial 
of  the  application,  however,  would  force 
Eastern  to  add  a  fourth  Pittsburgh- 
Toronto  nonstop  fiight,  service  which  is 
unnecessary  in  light  of  Eastern’s  recent 

1  The  Pittsburgh -Atlanta-Jamaics  Cose 
was  Instituted  by  the  Board  In  Order  75-3- 
33,  dated  February  8.  1975.  The  prehearing 
conference  has  been  held  by  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Burton  S.  Kcdko  and  Informa¬ 
tion  responses  have  been  submitted  by  both 
■astern  and  the  Bvirean  of  Operating  Bights. 
Since  the  Instant  motion  was  filed  before 
■astem's  direct  eahlblts  were  due,  the  Judge 
suspended  aU  further  hearing  steps  pending 
final  action  on  the  motion. 
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load  factors  In  this  market.  The  addition 
of  another  Toronto-Pittsburgh  flight 
would  also  require  Eastern  to  incur  sub¬ 
stantial  operating  expenses.  Eastern 
claims  the  Toronto- Jamaica  market  will 
not  be  affected  by  grant  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  inasmuch  as  Air  Canada  and  Air 
Jamaica  already  offer  nonstop  and  one- 
stop  service  in  this  market,  service  which 
is  clearly  superior  to  the  two-stop  au¬ 
thority  of  Eastern.  Finally,  Eastern 
points  out  that  United,  the  only  carrier 
to  intervene  in  the  Pittslmrgh-Atlanta- 
Jamaica  Case,  has  indicated  that  it  has 
no  objection  to  the  grant  of  Eastern’s 
application  by  the  show  cause  process. 

Upon  consideration  of  Eastern’s  mo¬ 
tion  and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  tenta¬ 
tively  conclude  that  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  the  grant  of 
Eastern’s  application  for  certificate 
amendment  in  Docket  27075  so  as  to  au¬ 
thorize  Eastern  to  operate  Pittsburgh- 
Jamaica  turnaround  service  via  Atlanta. 
In  support  of  our  tentative  conclusion,  we 
tentatively  find  that  amendment  of  East¬ 
ern’s  certificate,  as  requested,  will  afford 
that  carrier  increased  operating  flexibil¬ 
ity  without  any  significant  impact  on  any 
other  carrier.  As  Eastern  states  in  Ite 
motion,  requiring  a  Pittsburgh-Atlanta 
flight  to  serve  Jamaica  will  serve  the 
same  purpose  as  the  present  long-haul 
restriction  in  Condition  5  for  Route  5 
which  requires  such  flights  to  serve 
Toronto.  Moreover,  there  is  already 
ample  service  in  the  Toronto-south  mar¬ 
kets  and  the  additional  service  which 
Eastern  woiUd  be  required  to  provide  if 
its  application  were  denied  is  clearly  not 
needed.  Furthermore,  the  only  carrier 
who  might  possibly  be  affected  by  Board 
approval  of  this  certificate,  application. 
United,  has  stated  that  it  has  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  grant  of  the  application. 

Interested  persons  will  be  given  thirty 
dasrs  following  the  date  of  adoption  of 
this  order  to  show  cause  why  the  tenta¬ 
tive  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein  should  not  be  made  final.  We  ex¬ 
pect  such  persons  to  support  their  objec¬ 
tions,  if  any.  with  detailed  answers, 
specifically  setting  forth  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  to  which  objec¬ 
tion  is  taken.  Such  objections  should  be 
accompanied  by  argiunents  of  fact  or  law 
and  should  be  supported  by  legal  prece¬ 
dent  or  detailed  economic  analysis.  If  any 
evidentiary  hearing  is  requested,  the  ob¬ 
jector  should  state  in  detail  why  such  a 
hearing  is  considered  necessary  and  what 
relevant  and  material  facts  he  would 
expect  to  establish  through  such  a  hear¬ 
ing  that  cannot  be  established  in  written 
pleadings.  General,  vague,  or  unsup¬ 
ported  objections  will  not  be  entertained. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  ’That: 

1.  All  interested  parties  are  directed  to 
show  cause  why  Uie  Board  shoiild  not 
issue  an  order  making  final  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  stated  herein, 
amending  Condition  5  of  Elastem’s  cer¬ 
tificate  for  Route  5  to  read  as  follows: 

“(5)  Flights  scheduled  to  serve  (a) 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  shall  originate  or  terminate 
at  Toronto,  Canada;  or  (b)  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  a  point  on  route  5  pursuant  to 
the  authority  granted  in  segment  3,  shall 
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originate  or  terminate  at  Toronto,  Can¬ 
ada:  Provided,  however,  that  this  ccmdi- 
ticm  shall  not  apply  to  turnaround  flights 
between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  Jamaica,  via 
Atlanta,  Oa.;” 

2.  Any  interested  person  having  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  Issuance  of  an  order  making 
final  the  proposed  findings  or  conclusions 
set  forth  herein  shaU,  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  adoption  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Board  and  serve  upon  all 
persons  listed  in  paragraph  5.  a  state¬ 
ment  of  objections  together  with  a  smn- 
mary  of  testimony,  statistical  data,  and 
other  evidence  expected  to  be  relied  upon 
to  support  the  stated  objections;  ’ 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  filed,  full  consideration 
will  be  accorded  the  matters  and  Issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  further 
action  is  taken  by  the  Board; 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed, 
all  further  procedural  steps  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  waived  and  the 
Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an  order  in 
accordance  with  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein,  includ¬ 
ing  termination  of  the  hearing  set  in 
Order  75-2-33;  and 

5.  A  cbpy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.;  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.;  the  Mayor  of  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
the  County  of  Allegheny,  Pa.;  and  the 
Pittsburgh  Airport  Advisory  Committee. 

’This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-20201  Piled  8-1-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  27164,  28122;  Order  76-7-141] 

SHREVEPORT  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
AND  SHREVEPORT  AIRPORT  AUTHORITY 

Nonstop  Proceedings 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at^  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  2dth  day  of  July,  1975. 

Petition  of  Shreveport  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  Shreveport  Airport  Au¬ 
thority  for  am«idment  the  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
Route  82,  The  Shreveport-Dallas  non¬ 
stop  proceeding. 

On  November  11,  1974,  the  Shreveport 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  the  Shreve¬ 
port  Airport  Authority  (Shreveport 
Parties)  filed  a  petition  requesting  ^e 
amendment  of  the  certificate  held  by 
Texas  International  Airlines  (I’XI)  so 
as  to  authorize  the  carrier  to  provide 
nonstop  service  between  l^reveport  and 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth.*  Concurrently,  the 


*A11  motions  and  or  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  shall  be  filed  within  the  period 
allowed  for  filing  objections  and  no  further 
such  motions,  requests,  or  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  this  order  will  be  enter¬ 
tained. 

» Condition  4  of  TXI’s  certificate  for  Route 
82  requires  that  TXI  make  one  Intermediate 
Bt<^  on  all  flights  between  Shreveport  and 
Dallas-Ft.  Worth. 


Shreveport  Parties  filed  a  petition  re¬ 
questing  the  Board  to  issue  an  order 
directing  interested  persons  to  show 
cause  why  the  application  should  not  be 
granted. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  the  Shreve¬ 
port  Parties  claim  that  despite  increases 
in  Shreveport-Dallas  traffic  from  1968 
througdi  1973,  Delta  Air  Lines,  the  in¬ 
cumbent  nonstop  carrier  in  the  market, 
has  reduced  the  number  of  flights  and 
available  seats  in  the  market.  The 
Shreveport  Parties  assert  that  Delta’s 
service  is  deficient  in  both  the ,  local 
Shreveport-Dallas/Ft.  Worth  market 
and  beyond  markets.  In  the  local  mar¬ 
ket,  the  Shreveport  Parties  allege  that 
there  are  significant  gaps  in  Delta’s 
peak  time  service  which  could  be  filled 
by  ’TXI.  In  beyond  markets,  Shreveport 
states  that  service  to  points  south  and 
west  of  Dallas-Ft.  Worth  is  almost  en¬ 
tirely  connecting  service,  and  that  re¬ 
moving  TXI’s  stop  restriction  in  the 
Shreveport-Dallas/Ft.  Worth  market 
might  permit  the  carrier  to  provide  new 
through-plane  service  to  points  such 
as  San  Antonio.  Austin,  Albuquerque, 
and  Los  Angeles. 

Delta  filed  an  answer  in  opposition  to 
Shreveport’s  petition,  claiming  that  the 
Shreveport  Parties  have  neither  shown 
nor  even  alleged  that  competitive  non¬ 
stop  service  in  the  Shreveport-Dallas/ 
Ft.  Worth  market  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  Delta 
asserts  that  its  service  in  the  market 
has  been  more  than  adequate,  with  eight 
well-spaced  nonstop  roimd-trlp  flights 
per  day  offering  jet  service  during  the 
morning,  noon,  and  evening  periods  of 
peak  demand.*  Delta  claims  that  the  58 
percent  average  load  factor  experienced 
on  these  flights  is  clearly  reasonable  for 
such  a  short-haul  market,  and  that  its 
flights  (grated  with  more  ^an  suffi¬ 
cient  empty  seats  to  accommodate  addi¬ 
tional  traffic.  Because  of  Delta’s  present 
service  and  the  size  of  the  market,  the 
carrier  argues  that  the  Shreveport- 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth  market  cannot  support 
a  second  nonstop  carrier.  Finally,  Delta 
argues  that  TXI  has  yet  to  exploit  its 
existing  one-stop  authority  in  the 
market,*  and  that  grant  of  competitive 
nonstop  service  here  would  be  Inccmsist- 
ent  with  the  Board’s  recent  decision  in 
the  Service  to  Richmond  Case,  Order 
74-9-89. 

’TXI  has  filed  an  answer  in  support  of 
the  Shreveport  Parties’  petition,  in  which 
the  carrier  essentially  reiterates  the  ar¬ 
guments  of  the  Shreveport  Parties  con¬ 
cerning  the  need  for  competitive  nonstop 
service.  ’TXI  proposes  to  provide  two 
dally  nonstop  round  trips  in  the  Shreve- 
port-Dallas/Ft.  Worth  market,  with 
single-plane  service  beyond  Dallas  to  Al¬ 
buquerque  and  Los  Angeles  to  the  west 


*  In  addition.  Delta  offers  an  early  morning 
flight  to  Shreveport. 

'TXI  presently  offers  one  dally  two-stop 
flight  from  Shreveport  to  Dallas/Pt.  Worth; 
It  has  discontinued  Its  one  one-stop  and  one 
two-stop  flight  per  day  from  DaUas/Pt.  Worth 
to  Shreveport.  All  of  these  flights  utUlae  Con- 
valr-fiOO  aircraft.  See  OAO  April  1,  1976. 
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and  San  Antonio.  Laredo,  and  McAHen 
to  the  south.  The  oariler  claims  these 
flights  would  fln  In  slgniflcant  gaps  In 
Delta’s  presoit  schedule,*  and  would 
provide  flrst  single-plane  service  to  the 
more  than  30.000  true  OAD  passengers  in 
the  Shrevep<Mt-Albuquerque/Lo6  Ange¬ 
les/San  Ant<mlo  markets.  TXI  has  fore¬ 
cast  that  these  services  will  produce  a 
proflt,  after  allowance  for  tax  and  return 
on  investment,  of  $289,190  in  1976.  and 
that  the  excess  profits  cm  these  subsidy- 
ineligible  routes  would  result  In  a  reduc- 
tl<m  In  future  subsidy  pasrments  to  the 
carrier. 

Delta  flled  a  motion  for  leave  to  file 
an  unauthorized  dociunent,*  together 
with  a  reply  to  TXI’s  answer.  Delta  reit¬ 
erates  Its  claim  that  TXI  presently  has 
authority  to  operate  the  beyond  services 
It  proposes  In  its  answer  without  any 
new  route  authority,  and  that  if  Delta’s 
service  In  the  local  market  were  deficient 
as  alleged,  then  there  Is  no  reason  why 
TXI  could  not  operate  as  one-stop 
flights  the  two  nonstop  fUghts  It  pro¬ 
poses,  thereby  obtaining  almost  the  same 
local  and  beyond  beneflts  as  claimed  for 
the  profKMed  nonstop  service.  Additional¬ 
ly,  Delta  challenges  the  financial  via¬ 
bility  of  ’TXI’s  proposed  nonstop  opera¬ 
tion,  (daimlng  that  TXI’s  trafBc  forecast 
is  overly  optlmstic,  and  TXI’s  cost  esti¬ 
mates  fall  to  take  Into  account  the 
effects  of  spiraling  inflation. 

Subsequently,  the  Shreveport  Parties 
flled  a  motion  for  leave  to  file  an  tinau- 
thorized  document,'  together  with  a  reply 
to  Delta’s  reply.  Shreveport  challenges 
Delta’s  assertion  that  TXI  presently  has 
all  the  authority  it  needs  to  provide  the 
service  Shreveport  desires,  claiming  that 
realities  of  traCBc  flow  would  make  such 
TXI  services  imeconomlc  unless  the 
stop  restriction  is  removed. 

Upon  c<M]sideratlon  ot  Uie  pleadings 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  In  view  of  Delta’s  objection  to 
deny  Shreveport’s  petition  fcH*  a  show 
cause  order.  We  will,  however,  set  dovm 
for  hearing  Shreveport’s  request  for 
amendment  of  TXI’s  certiflcate  to  pro¬ 
vide  new  nonstop  service  in  the  Shreve- 
port-Dallas/Pt.  Worth  market. 

In  addition,  we  have  determined  that 
the  proceeding  Instituted  herein  is  by  its 
very  nature  not  one  which  could  lead  to 
a  “major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  environment’’ 
within  the  meaning  of  section  102(2) 
(C)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA).  In  a  case 
such  as  the  instant  one.  all  prospective 
environmental  effects,  direct  and  second¬ 
ary,  proceed  in  the  first  Instance  from 
changes  in  aircraft  schedules  and  levels 
of  service.  Our  conclusion  In  regard  to 


*  In  the  westbound  direction,  TXI  pro¬ 
poses  to  inaugurate  a  S:40  a.m.  Shreveport 
departure  scheduled  between  IMta's  present 
7:43  am.  and  10:56  a.m.  departures.  In  the 
afternoon  TXI  wtfUld  operate  a  5:10  pm.  de¬ 
parture  between  Delta's  3:14  pm.  and  6:30 
pm.  departures.  In  the  eastbound  directtofi, 
TXI  proposes  to  flU  In  other  spots  In  Delta's 
midday  and  late  afternoon  schedules. 

*  We  wUl  grant  Delta’s  motion. 

*  We  will  grant  the  motion  for  leave  to  file. 


ttw  environment  is  largely  based,  there¬ 
fore,  upon  our  finding  that  there  are  un¬ 
likely  to  be  environmentally  significant 
changes  In  siudi  schedules  and  service 
levels  should  additional  nonstop  service 
be  authmlzed.  In  its  answer  to  the 
Shreveport  application  In  Docket  27164, 
TXI  proposes  a  service  pattern  In  the 
market  of  two  dally  nonstop  round  tripe 
with  DC-9  aircraft,  thereby  raising  the 
level  of  nonstop  Jet  servlee  In  the  market 
from  eight  to  ten  daily  round  trips. 
In  view  of  the  size  of  the  market  (about 
100,000  on-line  O&D  passengers  In  1973) 
and  the  level  of  existing  service.  It  is  un¬ 
likely  that  any  other  potential  applicant 
tor  new  Shrevwort-Didlas/Pt.  Worth 
nonstop  authority  would  propose  signif¬ 
icantly  more  service.  Such  a  service 
change  must  be  considered  In  the  con¬ 
text  of  the  overall  level  of  traflVc  at  Dal- 
las-Ft.  Worth  and  Shreveport.  Dallas- 
Ft.  Worth  is  a  large  hub  which  In  1972 
handled  109,000  Jet  aircraft  departures, 
or  roughly  300  Jet  aircraft  departures 
per  day.  Although  much  smaller  than 
Dallas-Ft.  Worth,  the  Shreveport  air¬ 
port  handled  over  13,000  Jet  aircraft  de¬ 
partures  in  1972,  or  more  than  35  Jet 
departures  per  day.'  In  either  case,  ^e 
addition  of  two  more  dally  Jet  depar¬ 
tures.  as  proposed  by  TXI,  would  result 
in  a  relativ^  Insignificant  increase  In 
Jet  operations  at  the  reflective  airports. 
Therefore,  it  is  unreasonable  to  conclude 
on  the  face  of  the  matter  that  authori¬ 
zation  of  new  nonstop  service  in  the 
Shreveport-Dallas/Ft.  Worth  maiket 
will  lead  to  more  than  very  minor  en¬ 
vironmental  (dianges. 

Accordingly,  we  are  not  directing  our 
staff  to  undertake  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment.  Our  conclu¬ 
sion  herein  is  not  Intended  to  foreclose 
any  party  from  presenting  evidence 
(subject  to  the  usual  evidentiary  rules  In 
force  In  C.A.B.  proceedings)  or  from 
making  arguments  with  respect  to  rele¬ 
vant  environmental  Issues.  Nor  is  our 
conclusion  Intended  to  foreclose  our  ccm- 
slderatlon  of  environmental  impacts  re¬ 
sulting  fnxn  the  contomjdated  licens¬ 
ing  action  which,  although  of  a  lesser 
magnitude  than  those  required  to  trig¬ 
ger  the  NEPA  procedures,  might  none¬ 
theless  be  relevant  to  our  decision. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered  that: 

1.  A  proceeding  to  be  known  as  the 
Shreveport-Datl<u  Nonstop  Proceeding, 
Docket  28122,  be  and  M  hereby  is  insti¬ 
tuted  and  shall  be  sei  down  for  hearing 
b^ore  and  Administrative  Law  Judge 
the  Board  at  a  thne  and  place  hereafter 
designated; 

2.  ’The  proceeding  instituted  by  para¬ 
graph  1,  above,  shall  include  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  following  issues; 

a.  Do  the  pUbUc  c<mvenlence  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  the  certificati<Hi  of  an  air 

»CA3.  Airport  Activity  Statistics  tor  the 
13  months  ended  December  31,  1973.  At- 
thongh  theee  figures  represent  aliport  ac¬ 
tivity  iM4or  to  the  energy  crisis  In  the  fall 
of  1973,  current  airline  schedules  show  a 
total  of  36  dally  nonstop  Jet  arrivals  at 
Shreveport  (OAO,  April  15,  1976),  or  roughly 
the  same  level  as  Indicated  by  the  1973  Air¬ 
port  Activity  Statistics. 


carrier  or  air  carriers  to  engage  In  addi¬ 
tional  nonstop  air  transportatloa  be- 
twem  Shreveport,  Louisiana,  and  Dal- 
las-Foit  Worth.  Texas? 

b.  If  the  answer  to  (a)  Is  In  the  affir¬ 
mative.  whloli  air  carrler(s)  should  be 
authorized  to  engage  in  such  service? 

c.  What  conditions.  If  any,  should  be 
placed  on  the  operation  ct  such 
carrler(s)  ? 

3.  ’The  request  of  the  Shreveport 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Shreveport 
Airport  Authority  In  Docket  37164  be 
and  it  hereby  Is  consolidated  with  the 
proceeding  instituted  by  paragraidi  1 
above; 

4.  The  petition  of  the  Shreveport 
Chamber  of  Cmnmerce  and  Shreveport 
Airport  Authority  tor  IssuAnce  of  a  ihow 
cause  order  be  and  It  hereby  Is  denied; 

5.  The  motions  of  Delta  Air  lines,  Inc. 
and  the  Shreveport  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Shreveport  Alrpcut  Authority 
for  leave  to  file  unauthorized  documents 
be  and  they  hereby  are  granted;  and 

6.  Applications,  motions  to  consolidate, 
and  petitions  for  reconsideratimi  this 
order  shall  be  flled  twenty  days  from 
the  service  date  of  this  order  and  answers 
thereto  shall  be  filed  ten  days  thereafter. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 
Fedxbal  Rxgistir. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[siALl  Edwin  Z.  Hollahb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-30199  FUed  671-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  38135;  Order  78-7-143] 

TRANSPOIVTE8  AEREOS  BENIANOS,  SA 

Statement  of  Tentative  Findit^  and 

ConduskNw  and  Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  in  Washbigtmi,  D.C. 
on  the  30th  day  of  July,  1975. 

’Transportes  Aeieos  Benlanos.  SA 
(TABSA) ,  a  Bolivian  air  carrier,  holds  a 
foreign  air  carrier  permit^  authorizing: 
(a)  foreign  air  trsmsportation  with  re¬ 
spect  to  property  and  mail  between  a 
point  or  points  in  Bolivia,  the  Intermedi¬ 
ate  points  lima,  Peru;  Guayaquil,  Ecua¬ 
dor;  and  Panama  City.  Panama;  and  the 
terminal  point  Miami,  Florida;  and  (b) 
the  performance  ot  (df-route  charter 
trips  in  fordgn  air  transportation  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  212  of  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations. 

’The  Board  has  determined  that 
TABSA  has  ceased  Its  operations  to  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  its  foreign  air 
carrier  permit.  Despite  the  existaice  of  a 
shell  organization  in  La  Paz,  the  carrier 
owns  no  aircraft  of  Its  own  and  its  for¬ 
eign  air  carrier  permit  Is  effectively 
dormant.  So  long  as  the  permit  is  left 
outstanding,  there  exists  the  possibility 
that  it  could  be  the  objMt  of  misuse  by 
unauthorized  parties. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Board 
finds  that  it  Is  in  the  public  interest  to 
cancri  the  foreign  air  carrier  permit  held 
by  TABSA. 


‘Order  E-25687,  i4>proved  S^tember  18, 
1967. 
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Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

1.  All  interested  persons  are  hereby 
directed  to  show  cause  why  the  Board 
should  not  issue  an  order  making  final 
the  tmtative  findings  and  conclusions 
stated  herein,  and  which  would,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  President,  cancel 
the  foreign  air  carrier  permit  hdd  by 
Transportes  Aereos  Benlanos,  SA. 
(TABSA),  issued  pursuant  to  Order  E- 
25697; 

2.  Any  interested  person  having  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  issuance,  without  hearing,  of 
an  order  making  final  the  tentative  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  stated  herein  shall 
file  a  statement  of  objections  supported 
by  evidence  within  20  days  of  service  of 
this  order.  If  an  evidentiary  hearing  is 
requested,  the  objector  should  state  in 
detail  why  such  hearing  is  considered 
necessary  and  what  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial  facts  he  would  expect  to  establish 
throxigh  such  hearing  which  cannot  be 
established  in  written  pleadings; 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported  ob¬ 
jections  are  filed,  further  consideration 
will  be  accorded  the  matters  and  issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  further 
action  is  taken  by  the  Board;  Provided. 
that  the  Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an 
ordw  in  accordance  with  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  herein  if  it  de¬ 
termines  that  there  are  no  factual  issues 
presented  that  warrant  the  holding  of 
an  evidentiary  hearing;* 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed, 
all  further  procedural  steps  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  waived,  and  the 
Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an  order  in 
accordance  with  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upcm  Transportes  Aereos  Benlanos,  S.A. 
(TABSA)  and  the  Ambassador  of  Bo¬ 
livia  in  Washington,  D.C. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  will  be  transmitted 
to  the  President. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20200  Filed  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  27693] 

WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Certificate  Application  for  Transcontinental 
Scheduled  Authority;  Notice  of  Oral  Ar¬ 
gument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument  in 
this  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held 
before  the  Board  on  September  17, 1975, 
at  10:00  ajn.  (local  time) ,  In  Room  1027, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


*  since  provision  Is  made  for  the  filing  of 
objections  to  this  order,  petitions  tot  recon¬ 
sideration  will  not  be  entertained. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  29, 
1975. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administratlt>e  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doe.76-20107  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  97161;  Order  76-7-15] 

TEXAS  INTERNATIONAL  AIRUNES,  INC. 
Route  Realignment  Request 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-17818,  appearing  at 
page  29319  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  July 
11, 1975,  make  the  following  change:  The 
fourth  from  last  entry  in  column  two  of 
the  table  on  page  29326  should  read  “1-- 
stop”. 


(Doc.  26494;  Agreement  CA.B.  26206;  R-1 
through  R-S;  Order  76-7-10] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
.  ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  Passenger  Fares 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  18084,  appearing  at  page 
29331  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  July  11, 
1975,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  Immediately  above  the  first  para¬ 
graph  on  page  29331,  insert  a  statement 
rea^ng,  “Issued  imder  delegated  au¬ 
thority.” 

2.  In  the  Isist  column  of  the  second 
table  on  page  29332,  insert  the  figure  “2”. 


(Docket  25280;  Agreement  C.A.B.  25221;  R-1 
thro\igh  R-2:  Order  76-7-36] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASS(X:iATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  S|>ecific  Commodity 
Rates 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18085,  appearing  on 
page  29331  in  the  issue  for  Friday, 
July  11,  1975.  make  the  following 
change: 

Immediately  above  the  first  para¬ 
graph,  Insert  a  statement  reading,  "Is¬ 
sued  under  delegated  authority.” 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  section  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Deputy  Director 
of  Defense  Research  and  Engineering 
(Policy  and  Planning) ,  ODD  (Policy  and 
Planning) ,  ODDR&E,  Office  of  the  i^re- 
tary  of  Defense. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  CoianssioN, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

(FR  Doc.76-20156  Filed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  jmignment 

Under  authority  of  section  9.20  of 
Civn  Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
fill  by  noncareer  executive 'assignment  in 
the  excepted  service  the  position  of  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Talks,  Im¬ 
mediate  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
-  to  the  Commissioners. 

(FR  Doc.76-20153  FUed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  section  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  ClvU 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  fill 
by  noncareer  executive  assignment  in 
the  expected  service  the  position  of  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Office  of 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Tax  Divi¬ 
sion. 

United  States  Civil  Serv- 
vicE  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

(FR  Doc.  76-20164,  FUed  8-1-76;  8:46  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Title  Change  In  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of /January  31,  1975,  F.R. 
Doc.  74-2626  the  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  authorized  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  the  position  of  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Minority  Enterprise. 
This  is  notice  that  the  title  of  this,  posi¬ 
tion  is  now  being  changed  to  Associate 
Administrator  for  Minority  Small  Busi¬ 
ness. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  DOC.7S-20167  FUed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


SPECIAL  ACTION  OFFICE  FOR  DRUG 
ABUSE  PREVENTION 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  secticm  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commisslm  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Special  Action  OBioe  for  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  to  fin  by  noncareer 
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executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  General  Counsel, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 

Unitxr  Statxs  Civil  Slav¬ 
ics  CoMinssiON. 

[seal]  James  C.  Sprt, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-20155  Filed  e-l-75;8:45  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

[ERDA-154a] 

U.S.  NUCLEAR  POWER  EXPORT 
ACTIVITIES 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Draft 
Environmental  Statement,  “U.S.  Nuclear 
Power  Export  Activities”  (ERDA-1542), 
was  issued  August  1.  1975,  pursuant  to 
the  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration’s  (ERDA)  regulations  for 
implementation  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  policy  Act  of  1969. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  Statement  are  be¬ 
ing  distributed  for  review  and  comment 
to  Federal  agencies  and  to  organizations 
and  individuals  that  have  expressed  an 
Interest  in  U.S.  nuclear  power  export  sic- 
tivlties.  Copies  of  the  Draft  Statement 
are  available  for  public  Inspection  in  the 
ERDA’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.;  Albu¬ 
querque  Operations  Office,  Kirtland  Air 
Force  Base  East,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico;  Chicago  Operations  Office.  9800 
South  Cass  Avenue,  Argonne,  Illinois; 
Idaho  Operations  Office,  550  Second 
Street,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho;  Nevada  Op¬ 
erations  Office,  2753  South  Highland 
Drive,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada;  Oak  Ridge 
Operations  Office,  Federal  Building,  Oak 
Ridge,  Tennessee;  Richland  Operations 
Office,  Federal  Building,  Richland,  Wash¬ 
ington;  San  Francisco  Operations  Office. 
1333  Broadway,  Oakland,  California;  and 
Savannah  River  Operations  Office. 
Savannah  River  Plant,  Aiken,  South 
Carolina. 

Comments  and  views  concerning  the 
Draft  Statement  are  requested  from 
other  Interested  agencies,  organizations 
and  Individuals.  Single  copies  of  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  will  be 
furnished  for  review  and  comment  upon 
request  addressed  to  W.  H.  Pennington. 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Environment  and  Safety,  Mail  Station  E- 
201,  U.S.  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration.  Washingttm,  D.C. 
20545,  (301)  973-4241.  Comments  should 
be  sent  to  the  same  address. 

In  accordance  with  guidelines  from  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  agen¬ 
cies  and  members  of  the  public  submit¬ 
ting  comments  on  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  statement  should  endeavor  to  make 
their  comments  as  specific,  substantive, 
and  factual  as  possible  without  undue  at¬ 
tention  to  matters  of  form  in  the  impact 
statement.  It  would  assist  in  the  review 
of  CMximents  if  the  comments  were  or¬ 
ganized  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the 
structure  of  the  draft  statement.  Em¬ 


phasis  should  be  placed  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  the  environmental  impacts  of 
nuclear  power  export  activities,  and  the 
acceptability  oi  those  Impacts  on  the 
quaUty  of  the  environment,  particularly 
as  contrasted 'with  the  Impacts  of  rea¬ 
sonable  alternatives.  Commenting  enti¬ 
tles  may  recommend  modifications  and/ 
or  new  alternatives  that  will  enhance 
environmental  quality  and  avoid  or  min¬ 
imize  adverse  environmental  impacts 

Copies  of  comments  on  the  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  will  be  placed  in 
the  above  referenced  Document  Rooms 
and  will  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  Final  Environmental  Statement  if 
received  at  ERDA  by  September  22, 1975. 

Dated  at  Germantown.  Maryland,  this 
1  day  of  August  1975. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration. 

James  L.  Liverman, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Envirdnment  and  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.75-20368  FUed  8-1-75:9:09  ami 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  410-5] 

AREAWIDE  WASTE  TREATMENT 
MANAGEMENT  PLANNING  APPROVALS 

Area  and  Agency  Designations 

Pmsuant  to  Section  208  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972,  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
approvals  of  designation  of  areawide 
waste  treatment  management  planning 
areas  and  agencies  for  the  period  June  1, 
1975  thru  July  1, 1975. 

The  following  area  agency  designa¬ 
tions  have  been  s^iproved: 

Lakes  Region,  New  Hampshire  (Lakes  Region 
Pltmnlng  Commission.  Humiston  BiUldlng, 
Box  302,  Meredith,  New  Hampshire  03253). 
Ocean  County,  New  Jersey  (Ocean  Coimty 
Board  of  Chosen  Freeholders,  Court  House 
Square,  Toms  River,  New  Jersey  08753). 
Westchester,  New  York  (Westchester  County 
Oovernment,  Environmental  Coordinating 
Agency-Environmental  Advisory  Council, 
c/o  Westchester  County  Department  of 
Planning,  910  County  Office  Building, 
White  Plains.  New  York  10601). 
Erie-Nlagara,  New  York  (Erle-Nlagara  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Board,  2085  Baseline  Road, 
Orant  Island.  New  York  10742). 

Beauf(»t,  South  Carolina  (Lowcountry  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Council.  P.O.  Box  98, 
Yemaasee,  South  Carcdlna  29946). 

Medford.  Oregmi  (Rogue  Valley  Council  of 
Oovenunents,  33  N.  Central.  Suite  211» 
Medford,  Oregon  97501 ) . 

Bay  City,  Michigan  (East  Central  Michigan 
Regional  Planning  and  Development  Com¬ 
mission,  1003  Woodside  Avenue,  Essex- 
vlUe,  Michigan  48732) . 

Snohomish,  Washington  (Snohomish  County 
Metropolitan  Municipal  CtMrporatlcm,  e/o 
Snc^omlsh  County  Board  of  Commis¬ 
sioners,  Snohomish  County  Administration 
Building,  Everett.  Washington  98201. 
Jaduon  Hole,  Wyoming  (Teton  County  Sec¬ 
tion  208  Planning  Agency,  P.O.  Box  1727, 
Jackscxi,  Wyoming  83001). 
Klngsport-Brlstol.  Tennessee  (First  Tennes- 
aee-Vlrglnla  Development  District,  1110 
Semln<de  Drive,  P.O.  Box  2779  E.T.S.U., 
Johnson  City,  Tennessee  37601). 


New  York  City.  New  Yqrk  (New  York  City 
Environmental  Protec^n  Administration, 
Mimldpal  Building,  Boom  2455,  New  York, 
New  York  10007) . 

Bmlra-Comlng.  New  Yoi*  (Southern  Tier 
Central  Regional  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Board,  63^  Bridge  Street,  Coming, 
New  Ywk  14830) . 

Syracuse,  New  York  (Central  New  York  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  and  Development  Board. 
321  East  Water  Street,  Syracuse,  New  York 
13202). 

Oallatln,  Montana  (Oallatln  Coimty  Com¬ 
missioners,  GhJlhtln  County  Courthouse, 
Bozeman,  Montana  59715). 

Joplin,  Missouri  (Ozark  Oateway  Regional 
Planning  Commission.  303  East  Hilrd.  P.O. 
Box  1355,  Joplin,  Missouri  64801). 

Baltimore,  Maryland  (Regional  Planning 
Coimcil,  701  St.  Paul  Street,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21202). 

Muskegon,  Michigan  (West  Michigan  Shore¬ 
line  Regional  Development  Commission, 
Torrent  House,  315  W.  Webster  Avenue, 
Muskegon,  Michigan  49440). 

Grand  Rapids,  Michigan  (West  Michigan  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Commission,  1204  People’s 
Building,  60  Monroe  at  Ionia,  Grand 
Rapids.  Michigan  49502). 

Lansing.  Michigan  (Trl-Coimty  Regional 
Planning  Commission,  2722  E.  Michigan 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2066,  Lansing,  Michigan 
48912). 

Polk  County.  Florida  (Central  Florida  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Council,  P.O.  Box  2089, 
Bartow,  Florida  33830). 

Reno,  Nevada  (Washoe  Council  of  Govern¬ 
ments.  417  Forest  Street.  Reno,  Nevada 
89502). 

Charleston,  South  Carolina  (Berkeley, 
Charleston,  Dorchester  Regional  Planning 
Council,  No.  2  Courthouse  Square,  County 
Office  Building,  Charleston,  South  Carolina 
29401). 

Green  Bay.  Wisconsin  (Fox  Valley  Water 
Quality  Planning  Agency,  1919  North  Lake 
Street,  Neenah,  Wisconsm  54966) . 

Waccamaw,  South  Carolina  (Waccamaw  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Council.  1001  Front  Street, 
Georgetown,  South  Carolina  29440). 

Carson  River,  Nevada  (Carson  River  Basin 
Council  of  Governments,  P.O.  Box  1927, 
Carson  City,  Nevada  89701). 

Terre  Haute.  Indiana  (West  Central  Indiana 
Economic  Development  District,  P.O.  Box 
627,  700  Wabash  Avenue.  Terre  Haute,  In¬ 
diana  47808). 

Charleston,  West  Virginia  (B-C-K-P  Regional 
Intergovernment  Council,  410  Kanawha 
Boulevard,  East  Charleston,  West  Virginia 
25301). 

Tucson,  Arizona  (Pima  Association  of  Gov¬ 
ernments,  406  lYansamerlca  Building,  Tuc¬ 
son,  Arizona  85701). 

CcHpus  Christ!.  Texas  (Coastal  Bend  Council 
of  Governments,  International  Airport, 
Corpus  Chrlstl,  Texas  78410). 

Lower  Rio  Grande,  Texas  (Lower  Rio  Grande 
Valley  Development  Council,  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Suite  207,  McAllen,  Texas 
78501). 

Kan.sas  City,  Kansas  (Mid- America  Regional 
Council,  20  West  9th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106). 

Ventura,  California  (Ventura  Regional 
County  Sanitation  District,  P.O.  Box  AB. 
181  South  Ast  Street,  Ventura,  California 
93001). 

Clark  County.  Nevada  (Clark  County  Board 
of  Count  Commissioners,  Clark  County 
Courthouse,  200  East  Carson  Avenue,  Las 
Vegas.  Nevada  89101). 

Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  (Delaware  Valley 
Regional  Planning  Commission,  Penn  Tow¬ 
ers  Building,  1819  Jt^n  F.  Kennedy  Boule¬ 
vard,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19103). 

San  Diego,  California  (Comi»^ensive  Plan¬ 
ning  Organization  of  San  Diego,  County, 
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Suite  524,  Srd  Avenue,  Seciirlty  Pacific 
Plaza,  San  Diego,  California  92101) . 

Monterey,  Oallfcunla  (Aaaodation  of  Mon¬ 
terey  Bay  Area  Oovwnmente,  1011  OBaa 
Street,  P.O.  Box  190,  Monterey,  California 
93940). 

San  Francisco,  California  (Association  of  Bay 
Area  Governments,  Claremont  Hotel. 
Berkeley,  California  94705). 

Guam  (Guam  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  P.O.  Box  2999,  Agana,  Guam 
96910). 

Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  (Southweston 
Pennsylvania  Begicmal  Planning  Commis¬ 
sion,  564  Forbes  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  15219). 

Asheville,  Ncuih  Carolina  (Land-of-Sky  Re¬ 
gional  Council  of  Govemmente,  765  Merrl- 
man  Avenue.  P.O.  Box  2176,  Asheville, 
North  Carolina  28802) . 

Southern  Illinois  (Greater  Egypt  Regional 
Planning  and  Development  Commission, 
P.O.  Box  3160,  608  East  College,  Carbon- 
dale,  lUlnc^  62901). 

Texarkana,  Texas  (Arkansas,  Texas  COuncU 
of  Governments,  P.O.  Box  5307,  Texarkana, 
Texas  76601). 

Providmce,  Rhode  Island  (Rhode  Uand 
Statewide  Planning  Program,  286  Melrose 
Street,  Providence,  Rhode  Island  02907) . 

James  L.  Aces, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

July  29,  1975. 

(FB  Doc.75-20200  Filed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


[PP5G1646/T4;  FRL  410-8] 

CROSS-LINKED  POLYUREA  TYPE 
ENCAPSULATING  MATERIAL 

Establishment  of  Temporary  Exemption 
From  the  Requirement  of  a  Toterance 

On  June  19,  1975,  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co.,  1200  S.  47th  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804, 
submitted  a  pesticide  petition  (PP 
5Q1645)  to  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA).  This  petition  re¬ 
quested  establishment  of  a  temporary 
exempticm  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  cross-linked 
polyurea  type  encapsulating  material, 
formed  by  the  reaction  of  toluene  diiso¬ 
cyanate  and  polymethylene  polyphenyl- 
isocyanate,  whm  used  as  an  inert  encap¬ 
sulating  material  in  connection  with  the 
herbicide  S-ethyl  dilsobutylthiocaiba- 
mate  iqiplied  to  growing  com  (field  and 
sweet)  in  an  experimental  use  program. 
This  temporary  exemption  would  permit 
the  maiketlng  of  com  treated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  experimental  use  permit. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated.  This  temporary  exemption  from 
the  requlrmient  of  a  tolerance  will  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health.  Therefore,  the 
temporary  exemption  is  being  established 
on  the  condition  that  the  encapsulated 
herbicide  be  used  in  accordance  with  the 
experimental  use  permit  being  issued 
amcurraitly  under  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodentkdde  Act 
wldf^  provides  for  distribution  under 
the  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  name  and 
Witt  the  following  provisions: 

•  1.  Tl^  total  amount  of  the  encapsu¬ 
lated  herbicide  to  be  used  must  not  ex¬ 


ceed  the  quantity  auttmised  by  the  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit. 

2.  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  win  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  the  EPA  of  any  findings  from 
the  e:q?erlinental  use  that  have  a  bearing 
on  safety.  The  company  wlU  also  ke^ 
records  of  production,  distribution,  and 
performance  and  on  request  make  the 
records  available  to  any  authorized  offi¬ 
cer  or  employee  of  the  EPA  or  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

This  temporary  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  expires  De¬ 
cember  31.  1975.  Residues  remaining  in 
or  on  the  above  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modity  after  expiration  of  this  tolerance 
win  not  be  considered  actionable  if  the 
pesticide  is  legally  applied  during  the 
term  and  in  accordsmce  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  experimental  use  permit  and 
temporary  exemption. 

(Section  408(J)  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(J) ) ) . 

Dated:  July  29, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
of  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-20261  FUed  »-l-75;8:46  am] 


(OPP-50021:  FRL  411-2] 

MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIVERSITY 
issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenttoide 
Act  (FIERA) ,  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issue  to  Michigan  State 
University,  East  Lansing,  Michigan 
48824.  Such  permit  is  in  accordance  with, 
and  subject  to,  the  provlsicms  of  40  CFR 
E*art  172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40 
ER  18780) ,  and  defines  EPA  procedures 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for 
experimental  purposeA 
This  expCTimental  use  permit  (No. 
26590-EDP-l)  allows  the  use  of  200 
grams  of  Etbephon  (2-chloroetli^l)  phos- 
phonlc  acid)  on  cherries.  A  total  of  0.4 
acres  is  involved;  the  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  only  in  Michigan.  The  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  is  effective  from 
July  16,  1975,  to  December  31,  1975. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315.  Registration  Divisimi 
(WH-567) .  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  SL,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  inter¬ 
ested  persons  call  202/755-4851  before 
vlslfing  the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so 
that  the  appropriate  permit  may  be  miule 
conveniently  available  for  review  pur¬ 
poses.  These  files  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
flection  from  8:30  am.,  to  4:00  p.m.  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  July  30. 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Aissistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 
(FR  Doc.75-20362  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am) 


(CPP-50020;  FRL  411-8] 

AIR  PRODUCTS  &  CHEMICALS,  INC. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (ETFRA).  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  nj3.C;  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  Air  Products  b 
Chemicals,  Inc.,  Emmaus,  Pennsylvania 
18043.  Such  permit  is  in  accordance  with, 
and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFR 
Part  172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40 
FR  18780),  and  defines  EPA  procedures 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for 
experimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
28472-EUP-l)  allows  the  use  of  985 
pounds  of  ethylene  on  sugar  beets.  A 
total  of  92  acres  are  Involved;  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  authorized  only  in  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  Wy¬ 
oming.  The  experimental  use  permit  is 
effective  from  July  10,  1975,  to  July  10, 
1976. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  R  is  suggested  that  such  interested 
persons  can  202/755-4851  before  visiting 
the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that 
the  appropriate  permit  may  be  made 
conveniently  available  for  review  pur¬ 
poses.  These  files  wiU  be  available  for 
lnf)ectlon  from  8:30  am.  to  4:00  pm. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  July  30. 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-202e8  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Report  No.  764] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  * 

July  28,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  S§  1.227(b)(3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  iq)- 
plication,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  ap¬ 
plication  appearing  on  the  attached  list, 
must  be  substantiaUy  complete  and 


^  AU  appUcatlons  listed  In  the  f>pendlx  are 
eubject  to  further  consideration  and  review 
and  may  be  returned  and/or  dismissed  If  not 
found  to  be  In  aoeordanee  with  the  Commls- 
■toWs  Rules,  regulations  and  other  require¬ 
ments. 

*Tba  above  elternaitlve  eut-off  rules  aj^ly 
to  thoee  appllcatlone  listed  In  the  appoidlx 
as  having  bewx  accepted  In  Domeetvtc  PubUo 
Land  MobUe  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Polnt-to- 
Polnt  Microwave  Radio  and  Local  Television 
Transmission  aturvlees  (Part  21  of  the  Buies). 
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tendered  for^llng  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  the  close  of  business  <me 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public 
notice  listing  the  first  prior  filed  applica¬ 
tion  (with  which  subs^uent  applications 
are  in  conflict)  as  having  been  accepted 
for  filing.  An  application  which  is  sub¬ 
sequently  amended  by  a  major  change 
will  be  considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  ap¬ 
plication.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cut¬ 
off  dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive — applications  will  be  entitled  to  con¬ 
sideration  with  those  listed  in  the  ap¬ 
pendix  if  filed  by  the  end  of  the  60  day 
period,  only  if  the  Commission  has  not 
acted  upon  the  application  by  that  time 
pursuant  to  the  first  alternative  earlier 
date.  The  mutual  exclusivity  rights  of  a 
new  application  are  governed  by  the 
earliest  action  with  respect  to  any  one 
of  the  earlier  filed  conflicting  'acg>ltca- 
tions. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadiiigs  piu^uant  to 
Section  309  of  the  Commimications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  applica¬ 
tion  accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to 
i  21.27  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  for 
provlsicms  governing  the  time  for  filing 
and  other  requirements  relating  to  such 
pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  fob  Piling 

July  28,  1975. 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

a0106-CD-P-7«,  PrsnE  C.  Escue  d/b/Rs  TEL- 
PAOB  (RESUBMITTED) ,  C.P.  for  B  new  1- 
way  station  to  operate  on  152.24  MHz. 
located  Approx.  5  miles  west  of  Bowling 
Oreen,  Kentucky. 

2010S-CD-P-76,  Paciflc  Northwest  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KWH336),  C.P.  for  addi¬ 
tional  auxiliary  test  facilities  to  operate  on 

450.70  MHb  located  west  501  Second  Ave¬ 
nue,  Spokane,  Washington. 

20107-CD-P-(2)-76,  Eagle  Aviation,  Inc. 
(NEW),  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  operate 
on  454.125  and  454.175  MHz  located  at 
Television  Road,  1000  North  Trolly  Lane 
Road.  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 
20108-CD-P-78,  AAA  Anserphone,  Inc. — Jack- 
son  (KRH663),  C.P.  to  relocate  facilities 
operating  on  152.21  MHz  located  1  mile  NE 
of  Rts.  80  and  61  Intersection,  Vicksburg, 
Mississippi. 

20109-CD-P-78,  Autofone.  Inc.  (NEW).  C.P. 
for  a  new  one-way  station  to  operate  on 

158.70  MHz  to  be  located  On  Highway  66, 
3.2  mUes  South  of  Swalnsboro,  Georgia. 

Major  amendment 

665-C2-P-(6)-72,  Ram  Broadcasting  of  Mass., 
Inc.  (KCC263).  Boston,  Massachusetts. 
Change  location  of  proposed  162.12  mhz 
base  station  to  location  described  as  10 
York  Avenue.  Randolph,  Massachusetts. 
Delete  request  for  152.00  and  454.30  mhz 
facilities  proposed  at  locations  #4  and  6. 
AU  other  particulars  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  #567  dated  August  16,  1071. 
614-C3-P-(2)— 72,  Ram  Broadcasting  of  Mass., 
Inc.  (KCC483).  Ram  Broadcasting  of  Mass., 
Inc.  Boston,  Massachusetts,  Add  464A0 
faculties  at  new  location  described  as  10 


York  Avenue,  Randolph,  Mass..  All  other 
particulars  to  remain  as  reported  <ni  PN 
dated  August  4.  1071. 

CorreeHon 

21834-CD-P-(4)-75.  Michigan  BeU  Telephone 
Company  (KQA811).  Lansing.  Michigan. 
Correct  PN  to  read  Major  amendment  to 
change  frequencies  162.60  MHz  from  base 
»nH  standby  to  152.60  MHz  AU  other 
particiUars  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN 
#761  dated  JiUy  7.  1975. 

20081-UD-P-(8)-76,  Imperial  Comm.,  C<»p. 
(KMA262),  Correct  PN  to  read  CJ.  to 
change  antenna  system  operating  on  2165 
at  Loc.  #3:  110  West  C.  Street,  San 
Diego,  Calif.,  change  antenna  system  op¬ 
erating  on  152.18  MHz;  relocate  facilities 
operating  on  454.05  MHz;  additional  facUl- 
Uee  to  operate  on  152.09,  162.15, 162.03,  and 
152.12  MHz,  Base  and  2175  MHz,  Repeater 
at  Loc.  #4;  Mount  Woodson,  20  mUes  NNK 
of  San  Diego,  Callfwila. 

108- CP-ML-78,  The  Siskiyou  Telephone  Com¬ 

pany  (KMZ81).  Main  Street,  Pwrt  Joata, 
California.  Lat.  41*86'26"  N.,  lA>ng. 

122*60'23"  W.  Mod.  of  License  to  change 
antenna  system  and  frequency  6215V  MHz 
to  2114.O1H  MTTg  toward  Gunsi^t  Peak. 
California  on  azimuth  19*67';  change  6216V 
MTTg  to  e376.2V  MHz  toward  Etna,  Osll- 
fomia  via  Passive  ReflectOT  on  ocwrected 
azimuth  191*58';  replace  transmitters  and 
change  power. 

109- CP-ML-76.  Same  (KMZ83).  Gunslght 
Peak,  9.5  mUes  North  of  P<wt  Jones,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Lat.  41*44'14"  N.,  Long.  122*46'36" 
W.  Mod.  of  License  to  change  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  and  frequency  6316H  MHz  to  2164.0H 
MHz  toward  Fort  Jones,  CallfOTnla  on  cor¬ 
rected  azimuth  of  196*50';  replace  trans¬ 
mitters  and  change  power. 

110- CP-ML-78,  Same  (KMZ87) ,  Slater  Butte, 
4.77  mUes  NNE  of  Happy  Camp,  California. 
Lat.  41  *51 '29"  N.,  Long.  123*21'08"  W.  Mod. 
of  License  to  change  anteniA  system  and 
frequencies  6215V  MHz  to  6346.5H  MHz 
toward  Happy  Camp,  Ccaifomla  on  azimuth 
194*37',  and  2114.0H  MHz  to  6226.9H  MHz 
toward  Somes  Bar,  Callftuiila  via  Passive 
Reflector  on  corrected  azimuth  132*68';  re¬ 
place  transmitters  and  change  power. 

111- OP-ML-76,  Same  (KMZ84).  Wagner  Way. 
Etna,  California.  Lat.  41*27'22"  N.,  Ixmg. 
122*68'42"  W.  Mod.  of  License  to  change 
frequency  6315V  MHz  to  5974.8V  MHz 
toward  Ptort  Jones,  California  on  corrected 
azimuth  133*19';  replace  transmitters  and 
change  power, 

112- CP-ML-76,  Same  (KMZ86),  Near  State 
Hwy.  #96,  Happy  Ckunp,  Oailfornla.  Lat. 
41*47'28"  N.,  Long.  123*22*32"  W.  Mod.  of 
License  to  change  frequency  6315V  MHz  to 
6004 .5H  MHz  toward  Slater  Butte.  Califor¬ 
nia  on  corrected  azimuth  14*36';  replace 
transmitters  and  change  power. 

113- <3P-BdL-76,  Same  (KPP99),  0.6  mUe  NE 

of  Ukonom  Ranger  Station,  Somes  Bar, 
California.  Lat.  41*33'29"  N.,  Long. 

123*20'Q2"  W.  Mod.  of  Ucense  to  change 
antenna  system,  size  of  passive  reflecttw 
and  frequency  2164.0H  MHz  to  6034itH 
MHz  toward  Slatm*  Butte.  Callfcunla  via 
Passive  Reflector  on  corrected  azimuth  ot 
19*38';  replace  transmitters  and  change 
power. 

114- CP-P-76,  The  Ohio  BeU  Telephone  Com¬ 

pany  (KQCT6),  100  Erievlew  Plaza,  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio.  Lat.  41*30*19"  N.,  Long. 

-  81*41*30"  W.  CJ*.  to  change  antenna  sys¬ 
tem.  alarm  system,  transmitters,  power  and 
protection  ratio;  change  frequencies  6371.4, 
6390.0,  10715,  and  10956  MHz  to  3770.0H, 
3850.0H,  and  4170.(«  MHk  toward  Twlns- 
burg,  CUilo  on  azimuth  141*32'. 

115- OP-P-76,  Same  (KQOaS) ,  1.6  miles  SW  oT 
Twlnsburg.  Ohio.  Lat.  41*17'68"  N.,  Long. 
81*28'10"  W.  CJ*.  to  change  antenna  sys¬ 


tem.  alarm  system,  transmitters,  power  and 
protection  ratio;  change  frequeccles  0019A. 
6137.9,  11406,  and  11646  MHz  to  3730.0H. 
8810.0H.  and  4130.0&  MHE  toward  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio  <»  azimuth  331*30'. 

116- OP-P-76,  The  CUilo  BCQ  Tel^hone  Com¬ 

pany  (RQ038) .  401  CXev^smd  Avenue,  Can¬ 
ton,  Ohio.  Lat.  40*48'04"  N..  Long. 

81*22'36"  W.  CJ*.  to  change  protection 
ratio  and  add  frequency  6352.9V  MHz 
toward  Navarre,  Ohio  on  azimuth  234*11'. 

117- CF-P-76,  Same  (KQN68) ,  3  mUee  ESE  of 
Navarre,  CUilo.  Lat.  40*42*57"  N.,  Long. 
81*28*07"  W.  CJ*.  to  change  protection 
ratio  and  add  frequency  ei00.9V  MHz 
toward  Canton,  Ohio  oti  azimuth  44*07*. 

124- OP-P-76.  Coastal  UtUltles,  Inc.  (New). 
0.36  mUe  NW  of  Fleming,  Georgia.  Lat. 
31*53'00"  N.,  Long.  8l*28'62"  W.  CJ».  for  a 
new  station  on  frequencies  10775.0V  MHz 
toward  a  new  station  at  Richmond  Hill, 
Georgia  on  azimuth  56*59*.  and  10975.0V 
MHz  toward  a  new  station  at  HlneevUle, 
Georgia  on  azimuth  353*34*. 

125- CF-P-76,  Same  (New),  Ryon  Avenue, 
HlnesviUe,  Gemgla.  Lat.  31*50*30"  N..  Long. 
81*35'46"  W.  C  J*.  for  a  new  station  on  fre¬ 
quency  11385.0V  MHz  toward  a  new  station 
at  Fleming,  Georgia  cm  azimuth  73*28*. 

126- CF-P-76,  Same  (New) ,  Bryan  Neck  Road, 
Richmond  HIU.  Georgia.  Lat.  31*56*58"  N.. 
Long.  81*18*43"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station 
on  frequency  11666.0*V  MHz  toward  a  new 
station  at  Fl«nlng,  Ge(wgla  on  azimuth 
237*08*. 

139- CF-P-76,  TThe  (Milo  BeU  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KQN84) ,  on  Monday  Creek  Twp.  Rd. 
233,  3.5  mUes  N.  63*  W.  o<  MaxvUle,  Ohio. 
Lat.  39*38*04"  N..  Long.  82*32*38"  W.  CJ». 
to  add  frequency  6404.8V  MHz  toward 
Logan,  Ohio  on  azimuth  193*36*. 

140- CF-P-76.  Same  (KQN77),  Twp.  Rd.  113, 
2.8  miles  SIW  of  OarroU,  CMilo.  Lat.  30*46*15" 
N.,  Lmig.  82*44*25"  W.  CJ».  to  add  fre¬ 
quency  6098.5H  MHz  toward  MazvlUe,  Ohio 
on  azimuth  115*48*. 

141- OF-P-76.  Same  (E;VI38).  Ill  North 
Fourth  Street.  Columbus.  (Milo.  Lat. 
39*67*64"  N.,  Lmig.  83*50*51"  W.  C  J*.  to  add 
frequency  6807.4V  MHz  toward  CarroU, 
Ohio  on  azimuth  184*30'. 

88- C^-MP-75,  Southern  Pacific  Communica¬ 
tions  Ckimpany  (WLJ8e).  3.6  miles  North¬ 
west  of  GranvlUe.  Massachusetts.  Lat. 
43*06*41"  N..  Long.  73*68*36"  W.  Mod.  C.P. 
to  change  point  of  communlcatton  from 
Hartford.  Connecticut  to  Bast  Hartford. 
Connecticut  on  new  frequency  6034.3H  on 
azimuth  153*16^ 

89- OF-MP-75.  Same  (WAH562).  Founders 
Plaza  Bldg..  183  Prestige  Park  Road,  Bast 
Hartfmd,  Connecticut.  Lat.  41*46*51"  N.. 
Long.  73*39*41"  W.  Mod.  CJ>.  to  add  6286.2V 
MHz  towards  GranvlUe,  Massachusetts  <hi 
azimuth  332*26*,  and  to  change  antenna 
location  from  Hartford,  Connecticut  to 
Founders  Plaza  BuUdlng. 

(FR  Doc.75-30313  FUed  8-1 -75{ 8:45  am] 


RADIO  COMMON  CARRIER  AND 
RADIO  COMMON  CARRIER  AND  TELE¬ 
PHONE  INTERCONNECTION  MEETINGS 

Revised  Schedule 

July  25,  1975. 

The  Commission’s  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  has  revised  the  schedule  of  meet¬ 
ings  previously  announced  cimceming 
Interconnection  between  the  Wireline 
teleiMione  companies  and  the  Radio 
Common  Carriers,  which  furnish  two- 
way  radiotelephone  and  one-way  signal¬ 
ing  service  to  the  public.  At  the  July  22 
meeting  the  CkMnmon  Carrier  Bureau’s 
staff  and  the  representatives  of  the  tele- 
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phone  and  Radio  Common  Carrier  in¬ 
dustries  agreed  to  cancel  certain  pre¬ 
viously  scheduled  meetings  and  add  new 
dates  for  meetings.  Accordingly,  the 
meetings  previously  scheduled  for  Maa~ 
day,  July  28,  Tuesday,  July  29,  Wednes¬ 
day.  July  30,  and  Monday.  August  4.  have 
all  been  cancelled.  Additional  meetings 
have  been  scheduled  for  Monday,  August 
25,  and  Tuesday,  August  26.  The  sched¬ 
ule  of  meetings  is  now  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  August  5. 

Wednesday.  August  6. 

Monday.  Augwt  25. 

Tuesday,  August  26. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room 
8210,  2025  M  Street,  N.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  The  August  5  meeting  will  begin  at 
9  A.M.  The  starting  time  for  each  of  the 
other  meetings  will  be  determined  at  the 
close  of  the  preceding  meeting. 

Federal  Cokmitnications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[Fa  DOC.7S-30214  Filed  8-1-75; 8:45  am] 


AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  AND 
TELEGRAPH  CO. 

[Docket  No.  20288;  FOC  76-872] 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Modifying  Issues 

In  the  matter  of  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company.  Investigation 
into  the  lawfulness  of  Tariff  F.C.C.  No. 
267,  offering  a  Dataphone  Digital  Service 
among  five  cities. 

1.  ITie  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  in  the  above-captioned  proceed¬ 
ing  hM  certified  to  us  two  modifications 
of  the  procedures  for  conduct  of  the 
hearing  which  he  believes  are  required 
in  order  to  complete  the  proceeding 
without  prejudicing  the  parties  of  de¬ 
nying  them  due  process.  He  has  indi¬ 
cated  in  a  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  released  June  20.  1975,  FCC  75M- 
1116,  (39  FR  45317)  Uiat  the  nature  of 
certain  of  the  interrogatories  has  neces¬ 
sitated  numerous  extensions  of  time  for 
responses  beyond  the  20  days  specified 
in  our  December  16,  1974  designation 
Ordw,  50  F.C.C.  2d  501. 

2.  As  the  termination  of  the  hearing 
approaches,  the  presidkig  Judge  states, 
the  failure  to  grant  additional  extoisions 
of  time  for  the  filing  of  proposed  find¬ 
ings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  will 
prejudice  the  parties,  and  it  appears  to 
him  that  it  is  necessary  to  grant  a  fur¬ 
ther  round  of  interrogatories-  after  the 
expiration  of  the  time  specified  in  our 
December  Order  lor  the  filing  of  inter¬ 
rogatories.  Accordingly,  he  asks  that  he 
be  authorized,  upon  good  cause  shown, 
to  permit  such  an  additional  roimd  of 
interrogatories.  He  further  requests  per¬ 
mission  to  adjust  the  dates  for  the  filing 
of  proposed  findings  and  reply  ^dtngs 
as  may  be  appropriate  in  the  light  of  any 
extmsiOQs  granted  for  the  filing  of  in- 
terrogatcnies  and  responses  thereto. 

3.  While  we  agree  with  tiie  presiding 
Judge  that  the  requested  extensi<»is  are 
neoesaaiy  to  avoid  prejudice  to  parties 
to  this  case,  we  are  disappointed  that  the 


procedures  prescribed  In  our  December 
Order  have  not  expedited  conclusion  of 
this  proceeding  as  we  had  anticipated. 
We  had  hoped  that  the  use  of  eviden¬ 
tiary-type  (xal  proceeding  as  a  supple¬ 
ment  to  written  interrogatories  would 
reduce  the  total  number  of  Interrgo- 
tories  by  permitting  clarification  of  dif¬ 
ficult  points  through  the  traditional  oral 
hearing  process.  Unfortunately,  the  use 
of  oral  argument  was  generally  limited 
to  resolution  of  disputes  regarding  the 
interrogatories  themselves.  Additionally, 
when  we  establish  the  twenty-day 
period  for  responses,  we  had  anticipated 
that  extensions  of  time  would  be  the 
exertion  rather  than  the  rule  and  that 
the  parties  would  assist  by  allowing  time 
for  preparation  of  responses  before  filing 
further  rounds  of  interrogatories. 

4.  Under  the  circumstances  presented 
by  the  presiding  Judge,  we  believe  we  tmve 
no  choice  but  to  permit  him  to  grant  tiie 
parties  a  further  round  of  interrogatories 
and  such  extensions  of  time  for  the  fiUng 
of  proposed  findings  and  replies  as  he 
finds  are  required  to  avoid  prejudice. 
However,  in  granting  any  such  extensions 
of  time,  the  presiding  Judge  should  bear 
in  mind  our  continued  desire  to  (XHnplete 
this  proceeding  at  the  earliest  possible 
date.  To  that  end.  we  would  hope  that 
the  presiding  Judge  will  be  able  to  render 
his  initial  decision  no  later  than  thirty 
dasrs  from  the  filing  of  reply  findings. 

5.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED,  That 
the  procedxues  specified  in  the  above- 
C£4>tioned  proceeding  ARE  MODTFTRn 
as  indicated  in  paragraph  4  above. 

Adopted:  July  22. 1975. 

Released:  July  29, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20208  Plied  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20543;  File  No.  BR-2308;  FCC 
75-818] 

NORJUD  BROADCASTING.  INC. 

Order  Designating  Application  for  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Norjud  Broad¬ 
casting.  Incorporated,  McMinnville,  Ore¬ 
gon,  for  renewal  of  license  for  Radio  Sta¬ 
tion  KMCM. 

1.  The  Cmnmlssion  has  before  it  for 
consideration;  (a)  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cation;  and  (b)  its  inquiries  into  tiie  op¬ 
eration  of  radio  station  KMCTM,  McMinn¬ 
ville.  Oregon. 

2.  Information  before  the  Commission 
raises  serious  questions  as  to  whether 
the  applicant  possesses  the  qualifications 
tabe  or  to  remain  a  licensee  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  In  view  of  these  questions,  we 
are  unable  to  find  that  a  grant  (ff  the 
captioned  renewal  application  would 
serve  tiie  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity,  and  must,  therefore,  designate 
the  application  for  hearing. 

3.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED,  That 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the  Com- 


HEARINQ,  at  a  time  apd  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  uixin  the 
following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether,  and,  if  so, 
the  extent  to  which  the  iqiplicant  brocul- 
cast  personal  attacks  and  thereafter 
failed  to  meet  its  obligations  as  a  licensee 
with  respect  to  Section  73.123(a)  of  the 
Cmnmisslon's  Rules  and  Regulations. 

(b)  To  determine  whether,  and,  if  so, 
the  extent  to  which  the  applicant  broad¬ 
cast  political  editorials  and  thereafter, 
failed  to  meet  its  obligations  as  a  licensee 
with  respect  to  Section  73.123(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

(c)  To  determine  whether,  and.  if  so, 
the  extent  to  which  the  applicant  having 
offered  legally  qualified  candidates  for 
public  ofiBce  an  opportunity  to  respond 
personally  to  political  editorials,  there¬ 
after  engaged  in  censorship  over  the  ma¬ 
terial  intended  to  be  broadcast  by  such 
candidates  in  violation  of  47  U.S.C.  315 
(a)  and  Section  73.120(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

(d)  ’To  determine  whether,  and,  if  so, 
the  extent  to  which  the  applicant  en¬ 
gaged  in  conduct  which  discriminated 
between  candidates  in  its  practices,  regu¬ 
lations.  facilities  or  services  for  or  In 
connection  with  the  services  required  to 
be  rendered  in  permitting  legally  quali¬ 
fied  candidates  for  public  ofiioe  to  re¬ 
spond  to  the  applicant’s  political  edi¬ 
torials,  or  in  its  practices  r^ated  thereto 
otherwise  subjected  any  such  legally 
qualified  candidate  for  public  office  to 
any  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Section  73.120(c)  (2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

(e)  To  determine  whether,  and,  if  so, 
the  extent  to  which  the  applicant  has 
tape-recorded  telephone  converss^ons 
with  individuals,  not  employees  of  the 
applicant,  and  thereafter  broadcast  said 
conversations  or  portions  thereof  with¬ 
out  informing  those  individuals  that  it 
was  the  licensee’s  intention  to  broadcast 
the  conversations  of  portions  thereof  in 
violaticm  of  Section  73.1206  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

(f)  To  determine  whether  the  iu>pli- 
cant,  or  any  ot  its  officers,  directors, 
shar^olders,  or  employees  made  misrep¬ 
resentations  to,  or  has  been  lacking  In 
candor  with  the  Commission. 

(g)  To  determine,  in  light  oS.  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  preceding  issues 
in  (a)  through  (f),  supra,  whether  the 
licensee  has  the  requisite  qualifications 
to  be  or  to  remain  a  licensee  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

4.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED.  That 
the  Chief  of  the  Broadcast  Bm-eau  shall 
serve  upon  the  captioned  applicant, 
within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  r^ease  of 
this  document,  a  Bill  of  Particulars  with 
respect  to  the  issues  specified  In  (a) 
throue^  (f ) ,  supra. 

5,  IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED.  ’That 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  proceed  with  tiie 
initial  presentation  of  evidence  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Issues  specified  In  (a) 
throui^  (f),  supra,  and  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  then  proceed  with  its  evidence  and 
have  the  burden  of  establishing  that  it 


munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
application  IS  DESIONA’TED  FOR  possesses  the  requisite  'qualifications  to 
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be  and  to  remain  a  licensee  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  that  a  grant  of  Its  mpidioa- 
tion  would  serve  the  public  Interest,  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity. 

6.  rr  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED.  That 
to  avail  Itself  of  the  (vportunlty  to  be 
heard,  the  apidicant,  puimiant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
In  person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within 
twenty  (20)  dairs  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order,  file  with  the  C(xnmlsslon,  In 
triplicate,  a  wrlttm  appearance  stating 
an  Intention  to  S4>pear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on 
the  Issue  specified  In  this  Order. 

7.  ms  FURTHER  ORDERED.  That 
the  applicant  herein,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section 
1.504  of  the  Cmnmisslcm’s  Rules,  shall 
give  notice  of  the  hecuing  within  the 
time  and  In  the  manner  prescribed  In 
such  Rule  and  shall  advise  the  Cranmls- 
sloQ  thereof  as  required  by  Section  1.594 
(g)  of  the  Rules. 

8.  IT  IB  FURTHER  ORDERED,  Tlmt 
the  Secretary  of  the  Ctommlsslon  shall 
send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certified 
ICaU — ^Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
Norjud  Broadcasting,  Incorporated. 

Adopted:  July  8.  1975. 

Rblbssbd:  July  28, 1975. 

ftoxEAL  CbmnmicATioNs 
ComossioN. 

[SEAL]  VnrcEifT  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

int  Doe.75-a030»  FU«d  8-l-7S;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  30477:  VUe  Noe.  BR-361  and 
BSH-i:  rCC  76R-27S] 

RUST  COMMUNICATIONS  GROUP,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Enlarging 
Issues 

In  re  Applications  of  Rust  Communi¬ 
cations  Group,  Inc.,  for  renewal  of  li¬ 
cense  of  Stations  WHAM  and  WHFM 
(FM)  Rochest^,  New  York. 

1.  By  Monorandum  Opinion  and  Or¬ 
der.  FCC  75-^7,  released  May  22.  1975, 
published  at  40  FR  22882,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  designated  the  renewal  iq>pllcatlon 
of  Rust  Communications  Group,  Inc. 
(Rust)  for  hearing  on  Issues  relating  to 
the  licensee’s  ascertainment  of  commu¬ 
nity  needs,  its  public  affairs  and  other 
non-entertainment  programming,  and 
Its  equal  employment  opportunity  poli¬ 
cies.  Now  btfore  the  Review  Board  is 
petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  Jime  11, 
1975,  by  Rust,  seeking  the  addition  of 
a  meritorious  programming  Issue.*  The 
Broadcast  Bureau,  In  Its  comments,  does' 
not  oppose  petitioner’s  request;  however, 
the  Bureau  asserts  that  Rust’s  showing 
under  the  meritorious  programming  Issue 


^Also  iMfore  the  Board  are  the  followtng 
related  pleadlnga;  (a)  Broadoaat  Bureau’s 
comments,  filed  June  23,  1975;  (b)  opposl- 
tlon.  filed  June  94,  1975,  by  Action  for  a 
Better  Community;  and  (c)  reply,  filed 
July  1, 1975,  by  Bust. 


must  be  limited  to  the  period  between 
May  22.  1949  (the  date  the  last  renewals 
of  WHAM  and  WHPM  were  granted) 
and  May  1,  1972,  when,  according  to  the 
Bureau,  petitioner  first  learned  that  its 
licenses  were  In  Jeopardy.*  Action  for  a 
Better  CMBmuni^  (Action)  (eposes  the 
addition  of  a  meritorious  l»ogrammlng 
issue  on  the  grounds  that  the  Issues  In 
this  proceeding  allegedly  Involve  dis¬ 
crimination  against  minorities  in  Rust’s 
service  area  which.  Action  contends,  “Is 
a  form  of  moral  turpitude  which  caxmot 
and  should  not  be  mitigated  by  other 
programs.” 

2.  The  Review  Board  will  add  a  meri¬ 

torious  programming  issue.  In  so  doW, 
we  see  no  restriction  In  tiie  sq>pllcatlon 
(ff  the  mitigating  effect.  If  any,  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  such  an 
Issue  to  any  of  the  existing  Issues.*  The 
showing  the  licensee  is  allowed  to  make  Is 
generally  limited  to  programming  insti¬ 
tuted  before  the  llcrasee  received  notice 
that  the  Cmnmlssion  was  contemplating 
action  against  It.  Chronicle  Broadcasting 
Co..  18  FCC  2d  120,  18  RR  2d  494  (1989) 
and  Midwest  Radio-TV,  18  FCC  2d  1011, 
18  RR  2d  987  (1989).  However,  slnoe  a 
determination  of  when  such  notice  was 
actually  received  should  be  made  hf  the 
Presiding  Judge  In  the  first  Instance,  the 
Board  win  not  attempt  to  resolve  this 
question.  See  Chesapeake-PortsmowBi 
Broadcasting  Corp..  42  FCC  2d  1030,  28 
RR  2d  703  (1973).  Finally,  we  note  that 
the  parties  are  free  to  argue  the  weight 
which  should  be  accorded  the  evidence 
adduced  under  the  issue.  Oil  Shale 
Broadcasting  Company,  FCC  75R-192, 
- FCC - ,  33  RR  2d  1227;  Cosmo¬ 
politan  Broadcasting  Corp.,  39  FCC  2d 
698,  28  RR  2d  1172  (1973). 

3.  ACCORDINGLY,  IT  IS  ORDERED. 
That  the  petition  to  enlarge  Issues,  filed 
June  11,  1975,  by  RustCommunlcations 
Group,  Inc.  IS  GRANTED;  and 

4.  rr  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED,  That 
the  Issues  In  this  proceeding  ARE  EN¬ 
LARGED  by  the  addition  of  the  foUow- 
Ing  Issue: 

To  determine  whether  the  progiam- 
ming  of  Stations  WHAM  and  WHFM 
(nif)  has  been  meritorious,  particulsaiy 
with  regard  to  public  service  programs. 

5.  rr  IS  FURTHER  ORI^RED,  That 
the  burdens  of  proceeding  with  the  in¬ 
troduction  of  evidence  and  proof  imder 
the  Issue  added  herein  SHALL  BE  on 
Rust  Communications  Group,  Inc. 

Adopted:  July  23, 1975. 


'*  The  Bureau  asserts  that  on  May  1,  1972, 
Metro  Act  of  Bocheeter,  Inc.  and  Action  for 
a  Better  (Tommtmlty,  pwties  to  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  filed  a  *7Pornial  Complaint”  and  a  ”Petl- 
tlon  to  Deny  and  to  Intcorvene,”  respectively, 
against  Bust. 

•With  respect  to  Action's  contention,  we 
believe  the  ealy  imaee  In  thla  prooeedlng 
that  eoald  arguably  involve  moral  turpitude 
are  the  equal  employment  opportunity  lasues, 
and.  In  our  view,  those  taues  do  not  neeee- 
earlly  involve  the  element  ai  culpable  con¬ 
duct  which  renders  conalderatlon  of  past  pro¬ 
gramming  lniq>proprlate. 


Released:  Jid]r29. 197S. 

nOlfiBSa  CtmXUNICATIONS 
COMMTSBIOW. 

[SBAL]  Vmcwmt  J.  Muxxxns, 

Secretary. 

[FB  D04.75^20910  PUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


[P00  78-8n] 

BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 

^  ■  n  A 

UmMifllMK 

1.  To  assure  the  continuity  of  Com¬ 
mission  operatioiis  from  the  2nd  timxMrh 
the  31st  of  August,  1975,  we  are  herdliy 
establishing  a  Board  of  CommisBloners. 
to  function  during  that  period  whenever 
a  quorum  of  the  commission  Is  not  pres¬ 
ent  and  able  to  act. 

2.  Authority  for  this  action  is  con¬ 
tained  In  Section  5(d)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act,  47  nJ3.a  155(d).  Subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  5(d> ,  the  Board 
Shan  have  the  authority  of  a  Board  es¬ 
tablished  under  Section  0.212  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations,  47  CFR  0  J12. 

3.  b  view  (tf  the  foregoing,  it  is  hereby 
Ordered,  effective  August  2.  1975,  that 
a  Board  of  Gomxnlssioners.  compo^  of 
all  Conuniaslencrs  present  and  able  to 
act,  is  established  to  function  from  Au¬ 
gust  2-31  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Order  when  a  quorum  of 
Commissioners  Is  not  present. 

Adopted:  July  22. 1975. 

Rdeased:  July  25, 1975. 

FEDBEAL  Communications 

COMMIMTON, 

[SEAL]  Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

int  Doe.75-202I1  FUed  8-l-75;8:4«  am] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[H.  O.  #195] 

FRANKLIN  FINANCtAL  CORF. 

Receipt  of  AppHcatlon  for  Fennlsslon  To 
Aoqolra  Control 

July  29,  1975. 

Notice  is  herein^  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insoranee  CanxwaUcHi 
hat  received  an  appllcattoii  from  Frank¬ 
lin  Financial  Corporation.  Reno.  Nevada, 
a  newly  formed  corporatkm,  for  approval 
of  acquisition  of  control  of  the  Franklin 
Savlnini  Association,  Ottawa,  Kansas,  an 
Insured  Institutitm,  under  the  provteions 
of  Seotion  408(c)  of  the  Natioual  Hous¬ 
ing  Act,  as  amended  (12UJS.C.  1730a(e)), 
and  Seetkm  584.4(b)  of  the  Regulations 
for  Savings  and  Loan  Holding  Companies 
(12  CFR  584.4(b)).  Comments  on  the 
proposed  aequlBitlon  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Dbeetor,  Holdhig  Companlee  Sec¬ 
tion.  Office  of  Examinations  and  Super- 
vlslcm.  Federal  Bkxne  Loan  Bank  Board. 
320  First  Street.  N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 
20583,  on  or  before  September  3. 1975. 

J.  J.  Fink. 

Secretary. 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

|FB  Doe.75-30707  FUed  9-1-76:9:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


[H.  C.  #197] 

GENERAL  OHIO  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
CORP. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Permission  To 
Acquire  Control 

July  29,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Conx^-ation 
has  received  an  application  from  General 
Ohio  Savings  and  Loan  Corporation, 
Findlay,  Ohio,  a  multiple  savings  and 
loan  holding  company,  for  approval  of 
acquisition  of  cmtrol  of  the  Athens 
Coimty  Savings  and  Loan  Company, 
Athens,  Ohio,  an  insured  institution,  im- 
der  the  provisions  of  Section  408(e)  of 
the  National  Housing  Act.  as  amended 
(12  UJ3.C.  1730a(e))  and  Section  584.4 
of  the  Regulations  for  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Companies,  said  acquisition  to 
be  effected  through  an  exchange  of  the 
c(xnmon  stock  of  the  Athens  County 
Savings  and  Loan  Company  for  common 
stock  and  Series  B  Preferred  Stock  of 
General  Ohio  Savings  and  Loan  Com¬ 
pany.  Comments  on  the  proposed  acqui¬ 
sition  should  be  submitted  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Holding  Companies  Section,  OfiBce  of 
Examinations  and  Supervision,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board',  Washington, 
D.C.  20552,  on  or  before  September  3, 
1975. 

'  J.  J.  Finn, 

Secretary, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

IPR  Doc.75-20204  PUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[H.C.  #196] 

RICHTER /ROBB  &  CO. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Permission  To 
Acquire  Control 

July  29,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation 
has  received  an  application  from  Rich¬ 
ter/Robb  <i  Co..  Denver,  Colorado,  for 
permission  to  acquire  and  retain  control 
of  Sheridan  Savings  and  Loan  Assoc.ia- 
tliMi,  Denver,  Colorado,  an  insured  in¬ 
stitution,  \mder  the  provisions  of  Section 
408(e)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1730a(e) ),  and  Sec¬ 
tion  584.4  of  the  Regulations  for  Savings 
and  Loan  Holding  Companies,  said  ac¬ 
quisition  to  be  effected  by  an  exchange 
of  the  association’s  capital  stock  for  the 
capital  stock  of  the  ai^ilicant.  Ckimments 
on  the  proposed  acquisition  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Holding  Cc»n- 
panies  Section,  Office  of  Examinations 
and  Supervision,  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board.  Washington.  D.C.  20552,  on 
or  befOTe  September  S,  1975. 

J.  J.  Finn, 
Secretary, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

(FR  Doe.78-a0208  PUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

ALABAMA  STATE  DOCKS  DEPARTMENT 

AND  HUNTSVILLE  RIVER  TERMINAL 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  herbby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  CTomnxission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  August  25, 1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  11  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Alabama  State  Docks  Department  and 
Huntsville  River  Terminal 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by  ; 

C.  D.  Haig.  Jr..  General  Tra/Bc  Manager,  Ala¬ 
bama  State  Ooclu  Department,  P.O.  Box 

1588,  Mobile,  Alabama  36601. 

Agreement  No.  T-3124,  between  Ala¬ 
bama  State  Docks  Department  (Docks) 
and  Huntsville  River  Terminal  (Hunts¬ 
ville)  ,  provides  for  the  lease  of  the 
Huntsville  State  Dock  located  on  the 
Tennessee  River.  Huntsville  agrees  to  un¬ 
dertake  the  management  and  operation 
of  the  facility  imder  the  direction,  man¬ 
agement  and  control  of  the  State  of  Ala¬ 
bama  through  Docks.  The  term  of  the 
lease  is  10  years  with  options  to  renew. 

As  compensation.  Docks  will  collect 
from  Huntsville  (a)  base  rental  of  $900 
a  month  for  the  use  of  the  leased  ware¬ 
house  and  office  (b)  guaranteed  mini¬ 
mum  premises  rental  of  $300  a  month 
for  the  use  of  the  leased  preihises. 
Huntsville  is  to  operate  the  facility  on  a 
iKHXliscrimlnatory  public  basis,  with  all 
charges  assessed  against  the  public  sub¬ 
ject  to  Dock’s  approval. 


By  Order  of, the  Federal  Maritime 
Ckimmission. 

Dated:  July  29, 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurnity, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20266  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 


PORT  OF  SEATTLE  AND  BLACK  BALL 
TRANSPORT,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Stopping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco.  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  t^  Secretary.  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Any  person  desiring  a  heftring  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged,  the 
statement  shall  set  forth  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to 
constitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

H.  H.  Wittren,  Manager,  Waterfront  Real 

Estate,  P(M*t  of  Seattle,  P.O.  Box  1209, 

Seattle,  Washington  98111. 

Agreement  No.  T-29P6-1,  between  Port 
of  Seattle  (Port)  and  Black  BaU  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  (Black  Ball) ,  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  providing  for  the  lease  by 
Port  to  Black  Ball  of  a  transit  shed  area 
at  Pier  30,  which  is  used  for  the  storage 
of  paper  and  related  warehouse  purposes. 
The  purpose  of  the  modification  is  to; 
(1)  increase  the  monthly  rental  and  (2) 
increase  the  lease  deposit. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated;  July  29,  1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7S-20266  Filed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Mo.  BP74-04-S] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Notic*  of  Potition  for  kitorim  Relief 
Pendente  Lite 

Jolt  28, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  27, 1975,  the 
City  of  Wlnlldd,  Kansas  (I^tltioner) 
nied  in  Docket  No.  RP74-94-S  a  petition 
pursuant  to  Section  1.7  of  the  Ckmunls- 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  requesting  interim  relief  pen- 
dcTtfe  lite  pertaining  to  its  request  con¬ 
cerning  the  shifting  of  gas  volumes  be¬ 
tween  petitioner’s  two  municipal  electric 
generating  plants  which  are  served  by 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkla). 

On  March  31,  1975,  Petitioner  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  petition  for  the 
transfer  of  natural  gas  in  which  it  re¬ 
quested  that  it  be  allowed  to  transfer 
volumes  of  gas  currently  being  delivered 
to  Winfield’s  less  efficient  ^ectrlc  gen¬ 
erating  plant  (I^ant  No.  1)  to  its  more 
efficient  electric  generating  plant  (Plant 
No.  2) .  Petitioner  stated  that  this  would 
lead  to  a  more  efficient  use  of  natural 
gas  without  causing  any  Increase  in  its 
total  gas  allotment  from  Arkla. 

Petitioner  has  a  maximum  daily  en¬ 
titlement  of  3,000  Mcf  at  each  generation 
plant.  Petitioner  asserts  that  if  it  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  utilize  vohunes  in  its  more  ef¬ 
ficient  pritamt  which  are  currently  used 
in  its  lees  efficient  iriant,  it  can  generate 
more  electricity  uidng  similar  volumes 
of  gas  or  in  some  Instances  use  less 
gas  than  if  both  plants  were  to  utilize 
gas.  Petitioner  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  grant  relief  in  the  form  of  per¬ 
mitting  the  shifting  of  volumes  fnun 
one  idant  to  another  pendente  Ute  so 
that  it  can  make  more  efficient  use  of  its 
natural  gas  purchases  during  the  sum¬ 
mer  period  of  peak  demand. 

The  Instant  petition  for  interim  re¬ 
lief,  requesting  transfer  of  volumes 
pendente  Ute,  reiterates  Petitioner’s  pre¬ 
viously  expressed  position  that  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  this  relief  not  affect  its  Priority  4 
status  under  Arkla’s  currently  effective 
curtailment  plan. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  Mr  answer  to  said  peti¬ 
tion  should  on  or  before  August  11, 1975. 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Oommlssioa, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428,  a  protest  or 
answer  in  accordance  with  the  require- 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  (ff 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  cnt  1.9  or 
1.10) .  All  answers  or  protests  filed  with 
the  C^>mmlssi(m  will  be  omisldered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  acti<m  to 
be  taken  but  win  not  serve  to  make  them 
a  par^  to  the  proceeding,  m  addition, 
further  notice  should  be  taken  that  hear¬ 
ings  OQ  the  March  31, 1975.  petition  filed 
by  Petitlcxier  seeking  permanent,  as  op¬ 
posed  to  interim,  relief,  have  been  con- 
eluded  and  are  awalt^  briefing  and 
decision. 

KzmntTH  F.  PLina, 
Secretary. 

'  (FR  Doc.75-30230  nicd  8-l-75;8:4e  am] 


fDocket  No.  ER76-1S] 

CENTRAL  nUNOIS  PUBUC  SERVICE 

ca 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Supplemental  Rate 
Schedule 

July  29,  1975. 

’Take  notice  that  on  July  23,  1975,  the 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
(Central  Illinois)  tendered  for  filing  a 
supplemental  Rate  Schedule  W-2^  to 
be  applicable  to  service  provided  the  crity 
ol  Newton  (Newton)  on  and  after  June  1. 
1975,  pursuant  to  an  Agreement*  be¬ 
tween  Newton  and  Central  Illinois.  Cen¬ 
tral  Illinois  states  that  Rate  Schedule 
W-2  was  accepted  for  filing  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  to  become  effective  June  1. 1975, 
in  Docket  No.  E-9415.  (Antral'  Illinois 
also  states  that  the  filing  accepted  in  E- 
9415  provided  that  Rate  Schedule  W-2 
was  to  be  applicable  to  service  provided 
to  municipalities  upon  expiration  of  the 
effective  period  for  the  rates  and  charges 
specified  in  the  various  agreements  cm  file 
with  the  Commission,  and  that  the 
Agreement  between  Central  Illinois  and 
Newton  does  not  provide  any  rates  smd 
charges  for  service  bey(md  May  21.  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Ccxnmission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  13.  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Cnnmlsslon  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  beccane  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  InspectlMi. 

Kzkmzth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-a02ai  FUed  8-l-76;8:46  am] 


[PiojMt  No.  3144] 

CITY  OF  SEATTLE 
Application  for  (^ange  In  Land  Rights 
July  29.  1975. 

PubUc  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  May  23,  1975, 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  UJB.C. 
il  791a-825r)  by  the  City  of  Seattte,  De¬ 
partment  of  Lighting  (City)  (Cor¬ 
respondence  to:  Mr.  Gordon  tnekery. 
Superintendent,  City  of  Seattle,  DM?art- 
ment  of  Ugh  ti  ng,  1015  Third  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Washington  98104,  and  Honor¬ 
able  Jack  Cramptem,  Mayor,  Town  of 
Metallne,  Metallne.  Washington  99152) 
for  a  change  In  land  rights  for  the  con- 


*DMlgiiatMl  as  FPC  Bactrlc  Tariff  Orlgi- 
oal  Voluma  No.  3. 

*  On  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Oraninls- 
alozx  and  dealgnated  aa  FPC  Bate  Schedule 
30  and  Supplemental  No.  1  thereto. 


structed  Boundary  Project  No.  3144,  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  Pend  Oreille  River  in  Pend 
Oreille  (bounty,  Washington. 

CTlty,  UcMisee  for  the  Boundary  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  2144,  requests  permlskkxi  to 
grant  an  easement  to  the  Town  of  Meta¬ 
llne  for  construction  of  a  recreation  area 
at  the  project.  ’The  recreation  area  would 
consist  of  a  public  swimming  area  and 
marina  area  at  the  mouth  of  Linton 
Creek.  Facilities  would  also  include 
camping  and  picnic  areas,  restroom 
facilities,  a  playground  area,  and  parking 
areas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1975,  file  with  the  FMeral  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  f  1.8  of  S  1.10).  All  juu- 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
beemne  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commlsrion’s  Rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Cran- 
mlBslon  and  Is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commlaskm  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  FMeral 
Power  Act  (16  UJB.C.  i  825g,  f  825h)  and 
the  CTommlssion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Proceffiue,  specifically  Section  1.32(b) 

( 18  CPH  S  1.32(b) ) ,  as  amended  by  Order 
No.  518,  a  healing  may  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  If  no  issue  of  substance 
is  raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test  or  petition  AM  stffisequent  to  thi« 
notice  within  the  time  required  herein 
and  If  the  apirflcant  or  initial  pleader  re¬ 
quests  that  the  shortened  proeedure  of 
Section  lja(b>  be  used.  If  an  tesue  of 
substance  is  so  raised  or  applicant  or  ini¬ 
tial  pleader  fails  to  request  the  short¬ 
ened  procedure,  further  notice  of  hearing 
will  be  given. 

Uhder  the  Niortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
win  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  or  ini¬ 
tial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission. 

Kbnmztu  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB Doc.75-30222  FUed 5-1-75:8:45  «m] 


[Docket  No.  RF75-e»] 

COLUMBIA  CAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Eztabliehing  Hearing  Procedures  and 
Qranting  Intarvantiom 

July  29,  1975. 

On  May  8,  1975.  Columbia  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Columbia),  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  154.38(d)  (5)  (a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  filed  a  request 
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for  advance  Commission  approval  for  ac¬ 
counting  and  rate  treatment  of  expendi¬ 
tures  to  be  made  in  a  program  Columbia 
states  is  in  the  nature  of  research  and 
development.  Columbia  proposes  to  un¬ 
dertake  this  program  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  reservoir  and  production 
characteristics  achieved  through  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  existing  and  new  stimulation 
techniques  on  gas  shales  of  the  Upper 
and  Middle  Devonian  Age  Formations  in 
the  Appalachian  Basin.  More  specifically, 
Columbia  states  that  the  questions  to 
which  Columbia  is  addressing  itself  in 
this  research  and  development  program 
are  “whether  commercial  amounts  of 
gas  can  be  recovered,  the  method  to  be 
employed  and  the  resultant  cost  there¬ 
of.”  Columbia  estimates  that,  based  upon 
1975  cost  levels,  the  proposed  experi¬ 
mental  test  progrram  will  cost  $8,500,000 
over  a  36-month  period.  Columbia  fur¬ 
ther  requests  the  earliest  possible  ap¬ 
proval  for  this  project  so  that  Columbia 
can  use  the  technology  developed  from 
this  experiment  in  the  Appalachian  and 
other  areas. 

Tlie  filing  was  noticed  on  l^ay  IS,  1975, 
with  comments  due  on  or  before  May  29, 
1975.  Petitions  to  Intervene  were  received 
f  rmn  the  parties  listed  In  Appendix  A.  A 
Notice  of  Intervention  was  received  from 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  New  Yoric  wherein  a  hearing 
was  requested  concerning  the  instant 
filing. 

Our  review  of  Columbia’s  request  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  proposed  project  may 
not  be  in  the  nature  of  research  and  de¬ 
velopment.  Accordingly,  we  shall  estab¬ 
lish  hearing  procedures  to  determine  the 
propriety  of  granting  or  denying  Colum¬ 
bia’s  request  for  accoimting  and  rate 
approval  of  its  proposed  project.  In  light 
of  the  urgency  cited  in  Columbia’s  re¬ 
quest,  we  shall  establish  an  expedited 
procedural  schedule. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Good  cause  exists  to  set  the  issues 
raised  by  Columbia’s  request  for  rate  and 
accounting  treatment  for  its  proposed 
R&D  project  as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections  4, 
5,  and  8  thereof,  and  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
a  public  hearing  shall  be  held  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  reasonableness  and  appro¬ 
priateness  of  granting  Columbia’s  re¬ 
quest  for  advance  approval  of  rate  and 
accounting  treatment  for  the  proposed 
project  set  forth  in  its  May  8. 1975,  filing. 

(B>  On  or  before  August  8,  1975, 
Columbia  shall  present  its  direct  case  in 
this  proceeding.  ’ITie  Commission  Staff 
or  any  intervenors  shall  serve  prepared 
testimony  and  exUiibits  on  August  22, 
1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by  Columbia 
shall  be  served  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1975.  TTie  public  hearing  herrin 
ordered  shall  convene  on  September  16, 
1975,  at  10:00  A.M.  Initial  briefs  shall  be 
filed  on  October  3,  1975,  and  reply  briefs 
shsdl  be  filed  on  October  15.  1975.  The 


NOTICES 

Initial  Decision  shall  be  Issued  on  or 
before  October  31,  1975. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  In 
this’  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(D)  The  petitioners  listed  in  Appendix 
A  are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in 
these  proceedings,  subject  to  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission: 
Provided,  however,  that  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  Intervenors  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  respective 
petitions  to  intervene  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in 
these  proceedings. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  pnwnpt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A — Columbia  Qas  Transmission 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  BP75-99 

PETITIONS  TO  intervene 

New  York  State  Electric  &  Oas  Corporation 
The  City  of  Columbus,  Ohio 
Columbia  (3as  of  Kentucky,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  Maryland,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  New  York,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  Ohio,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  Pennsylvania,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  Virginia,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  of  West  Virginia,  Inc. 
Washington  Oas  Light  Company 

I  PR  Doc.75-20223  Piled  8-l-74;8;46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-95321 

ELECTRIC  AND  WATER  PLANT  BOARD  VS. 

KENTUCKY  UTIUTIES  CO. 

Filing  of  Complaint 

July  29, 1795. 

Pursuant  to  Section  2.1(a)(1)  (I)  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations,  notice  is 
hereby  issued  of  the  filing  of  a  complaint 
by  the  Electric  and  Water  Plant  Board  of 
the  City  of  Frankfort,  Kentucky  and  the 
City  of  Falmouth,  Kentucky  (Cities)  in 
the  above-captioned  docket. 

Cities  alleges  that  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company  (KU)  is  billing  them  pursuant 
to  fuel  adjustment  clause  which  is  not  in 
compliance  with  Section  35.14  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations.  Cities  is  re¬ 
questing  the  Commission  to  refund,  il¬ 
legal  overcharges  and  to  restrict  to  the 
legally  filed  rate  the  operation  of  the 
fuel  adjustment  clause  in  KU’s  rate 
schedule  FPC  Nos.  69  and  85  under  which 
KU  provides  wholesale  for  resale  service 
to  the  Cities. 

We  are  forwarding  a  copy  of  this  com¬ 


plaint  to  KU,  which  shall  have  30  days 
to  answer  it  in  writing.  Upon  receipt  of 
the  answer  to  this  complaint,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  take  such  additional  action 
as  may  be  necessary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  25,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20224  Plied  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


[Project  No.  2183] 

GRAND  RIVER  DAM  AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Approval  of  Change  in 
Land  Rights 

July  29,  1975. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  for  approval  of  sale  of  proj¬ 
ect  lands  was  filed  on  Jime  2,  1975,  un¬ 
der  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18  UJS.C. 
SS  791ar-825r)  by  Grand  River  Dam  Au¬ 
thority  (GRDA)  (Correspondence  to: 
Mr,  Richard  W.  Lock,  General  Man¬ 
ager,  Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  P.O. 
Drawer  G,  Vlnlta,  Oklahmna  74301)  for 
its  Maticham  Ferry  Project  No.  2183, 
located  in  Mayes  and  Craig  Counties, 
Oklahoma,  near  the  City  of  Pryor  on 
the  Grand  River,  a  navigable  waterway 
of  the  United  States. 

GRDA  seeks  Conunission  approval  of 
the  proposed  sale  of  a  tract  of  land 
within  the  project  boundary  to  a  private 
individual.  The  1.141-acre  tract  of  land 
is  located  in  the  following  described  sub¬ 
division:  Indian  Meridian,  T.  23  N.,  R. 
20  E.,  Section  25,  NWy4NE^SE>/4, 
Mayes  County,  Oklahoma. 

The  individual,  who  wishes  to  purchase 
the  above-described  tract  within  the 
project  boundary,  has  constructed  three 
homes  thereon  without  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  GRDA,  according  to  the 
application.  The  construction  of  the 
homes  has  not  been  approved  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1975,  'file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  C.F.R.  $1.8  or  $1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  ^e  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  150 — MONDAY,  AUGUST  4,  1975 


NOTICES 


32787 


not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  In  any  hearing 
theireln  mu^t  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Riilee.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  Is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (16  n.S.C.  S  825g.  fi  825h)  and 
the  Commlssltm’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  specifically  Section  1.32(b) 
(18  (TFR  S  1.32(b)),  as  amended  by  Or¬ 
der  No.  518,  a  hearing  may  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  application  if  no  Issue  of 
substance  is  raised  by  any  request  to  be 
heard,  protest  or  petition  filed  subse¬ 
quent  to  this  notice  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  and  If  the  applicant  or 
Initial  pleader  requests  that  the  short¬ 
ened  procedure  of  Section  1.32(b)  be 
used.  If  an  issue  of  substance  Is  so 
raised  or  api^lcant  or  initial  ideader 
fails  to  request  the  shortened  procedure, 
further  notice  of  hearing  win  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  o^erwlse  advised. 
It  wfll  be  unnecessary  tor  applicant  or 
Initial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  represent-- 
ed  at  the  hearing  b^ore  the  Commission. 

E:nfNCTH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

JPR  Doc.75-20a28  Plied  8-l-79;8:48  am) 


GAS  EXPLORATION,  DEVELOPMENT 
AND  PRODUCTION 

[Docket  Nob.  and  RM74-41 

Order  MahiM  Certain  Producers  Respond¬ 
ents  to  This  Investigation  and  Estab¬ 
lishing  Comment  Dates 

Issued  July  29, 1975. 
On  April  28,  1975,  we  issued  an  order 
in  the  above  referenced  proceeding 
which,  inter  aUa  Indicated  that  by 
further  order  the  Commtosion  would  set 
dates  for  initial  and  reply  comments  on 
the  data  gathered  by  t^  ph>ellnes  from 
the  respective  producera  to  whom  the 
advance  payments  were  made.  The  re¬ 
sponses  have  been  compiled  and  are 
available  for  inj^iection  in  the  Commis- 
sion’s  OlBce  of  PuUlc  Information.  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NJl.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  during  reg^r  business 
hours. 

The  April  28, 1975,  order  also  Indicated 
that  we  would  make  an  producers  re¬ 
spondents  to  this  proceeding  who  had 
received  advance  payments  (as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  data  compiled  and  filed  by 
the  pipeliner) .  Attached  *  is  a  list  of  such 
producers  and  we  hereby  order  that  such 
ptodncecs  be  made  respondents  to  this 
proceeding. 

Moreover,  aU  producer-respmidents 
and  pipeline-respondents  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall,  within  the  time  set  below 


*mBdasp«rtof  thBorlglnsl  eocBSMiit. 


for  the  filing  of  initial  comments,  file 
responses  as  reqtiired  by  the  April  28, 
1975,  order. 

All  parties  filing  Initial  comments  shaU 
file  such  comments  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1975.  All  parties  filing  respond¬ 
ing  comments  shall  file  such  comments 
on  or  before  September  20,  1975. 

The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in  the 
FEdbral  Rbgistir. 

By  the  Commission. 

rsEALl  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I FR  Doc  .78-20236  PUed  8-1-76;  8 : 45  am ) 


(Docket  No.  E-8843) 

HOLYOKE  WATER  POWER  CO.  AND 
HOLYOKE  POWER  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
July  29,  1975. 

On  July  14,  1975,  C;hicopee  Electric 
Light  Department  filed  a  motion  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  procedural  dates  filled  by  order 
Issued  August  9,  1974,  as  most  recmtly 
mo<fified  by  notice  Issued  Jime  17,  1975, 
In  the  above-designated  matter.  The  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

ServlcB  of  Intervener,  Testimony,  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1S7S. 

Service  at  Company,  Rebuttal,  October  1, 
1876. 

Hearing,  October  13,  1976  (10:00  am.  EST). 
By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kbnnzth  F.  Plumb,, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-20226  Piled  8-1-78:8:45  am.) 


[Docket  No.  CP70-286] 

INTER-CITY  MINNESOTA  PIPELINES, 
LTD.,  INC. 

Petition  To  Amend  Orders 

July  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16.  1975, 
Inter-City  Minnesota  Pipelines,  Ltd.,  Inc. 
(Inter-City)  filed  a  petition  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (the  Commis¬ 
sion)  to  amend  its  Import  authorization 
under  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
issued  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
to  authorize  the  continued  importation 
of  natural  gas  at  Sprague,  Manitoba  at  a 
new  rate  of  $1.40  per  MMBTU  effective 
August  1. 1975,  and  at  $1.60  per  MMBTU 
effective  November  1, 1975,  and  at  a  rate 
of  $1.30  per  MMBTU  for  gas  Imported  at 
Fort  Runcis.  Ontario.  Inter-City’s  peti¬ 
tion  recites  that  on  M8y  21.  1975,  the 
Canadian  National  Energy  Board 
amended  its  export  author<»^rinny  to  in¬ 
crease  the  price  of  Canadian  natural  gas 
exported  to  the  United  States  as  set 
forth  above.  TTie  petittan  concludes  that 
if  later  City’s  hnpOTt  authorization  is  not 
amended  prtor  to  Attgost  1.  1975,  Inter- 
City  wlE  be  ftused  wltb  Rm  terra  Inatton 
of  its  natural  gas  supply  from  Canada 


and  the  loss  of  fto  Canadian  supplies 
would  result  in  a  BUbstantlal  curttolment 
of  its  markets. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capited 
Street.  N£.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commlsslon’g  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  August  15,  1975.  Pro¬ 
tests  win  be  considered  by  t^  Oohunis- 
sion  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kjhinxth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-20327  Piled  8-l-75;8:45  am) 


(Docket  Nob.  CP70-23  and  RP73-102:  (PGA 
78-4)1 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  MaUng  Ef¬ 
fective  WKhout  Suspension  Proposed 
Rate  Increase,  Amendfaig  Import  AuttKir- 
izations.  Granting  Interventions  end 
Granting  Waiver 

July  29,  1975. 

On  May  15,  1975,  Michigan  Wisconsin 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Mich- Wise) ,  filed  a 
petition  to  amend  its  Import  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  permit  it  to  continue  tiie  importa¬ 
tion  of  natural  gas  from  Canada  at  in¬ 
creased  prices.  Mich-Wisc’s  petltirai  is 
predicated  on  the  fact  that  on  May  5, 
1975,  the  Canadian  government  an¬ 
nounced  that  export  licenses  would  be 
amended  to  provide  that  the  export  price 
for  natural  gas  would  be  increased  to 
$1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective 
August  1.  1975,  and  to  $1.60  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian)  effective  Nbvember  1,  1975. 
Mlch-Wlsc  purchases  gas  from  Trans- 
Canada  Pipelines  Limited  and  from  two 
importers  of  Canadian  gas,  Midwestern 
Oas  Transmission  Company  and  Great 
Lakes  Oas  Transmission  Company. 

Notice  of  Mlch-Wisc’s  petition  to 
amend  its  import  authorization  was  is¬ 
sued  on  May  22.  1975,  with  protests  and 
petitions  to  Intervene  due  (xi  or  before 
June  17, 1975.  Petitions  to  Intervene  were 
filed  by  Madison  Oas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Michigan  CemsoUdated  Oas  Com¬ 
pany,  North  C^entral  Public  Service  Com- 
pahy,  TransCanada  Pipelines  Limited, 
Wisconsin  Oas  Company,  Wisconsin 
Michigan  Power  Company.  IKHsconsin 
Natural  Oas  Company,  and  Wisconsin 
Pttblle  Service  CorpiNratton.  No  petitioner 
has  expressed  opposition  to  Mlch-Wisc’s 
petttloa. 

Saaminatlon  of  Ifich- Wise’s  gling  in- 
Examinatlon  of  Mkh-Wlsc’s  aung  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  company  has  no  avail¬ 
able  altenmttve  sopplr  of  natural  gas  to 
replace  the  volumes  imported,  frmn  Can¬ 
ada.  Upon  review,  we  find  that  contlnua- 
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tion  of  importation  under  the  increased 
prices  would  be  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  subject,  however,  to  the 
condition  that  any  further  increase  in 
the  price  Mich-Wisc  is  required  to  pay 
will  require  further  amoidment  to  its 
import  authorizations. 

In  addition  to  its  petition  to  amend 
its  import  authorizations,  Mich-Wiso, 
on  June  10,  1975,  tendered  for  filing,  at 
Docket  No.  RP73-102  (PGA  75-4) ,  a  pro¬ 
posed  adjustment  in  its  rates'  to  flow 
through  the  increase  in  its  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  attributable  to  the  $1.40  per 
MMBtu  (Canadian)  price  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  August  1,  1975.  The  estimated 
annual  effect  of  this  increase  will  ap¬ 
proximate  $47.2  million.  Mlch-Wisc  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  Part  154  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations  to  permit  the  filing  to  be  made 
effective  on  August  1, 1975. 

Notice  of  Mich-Wisc’s  proposed  PGA 
change  was  issued  on  June  17, 1975,  with 
proteste  and  petitions  to  intervene  due 
on  or  before  July  4,  1975.  A  petition  to 
intervene  was  filed  by  Wisconsin  Michi¬ 
gan  Power  Company  and  Wisconsin  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company. 

Our  review  of  Mich-Wisc’s  proposed 
increase  in^cates  that  it  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  reflect  the  increase  in  its  cost 
of  purchased  gas  attribu/table  to  the 
$1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  price  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  August  1, 1975. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Mich-Wisc’s  authorizations  for  the 
importation  of  natural  gas  from  Trans- 
Canada  should  be  amended  to  permit 
Mich-Wisc  to  continue  such  importation 
at  a  price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Cana¬ 
dian)  ,  effective  August  1,  1975,  and  $1.60 
per  MMBtu  (Canadian),  effective  No¬ 
vember  1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered, 
as  such  importation  has  been  shown  to 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  that  Mich-Wisc’s  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  should  be  accepted 
for  flling,  to  be  placed  into  effect  as  of 
August  1, 1975. 

(3)  Gh)od  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  Part  154  of  the  Regulations  to  allow 
Mich-Wisc’s  rate  increase  application 
to  be  placed  into  effect  on  August  1, 1975. 

(4)  Ck>od  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
intervention  of  the  above-mentioned  pe¬ 
titioners  at  those  dockets  in  which  their 
petitions  were  flled. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Section  3 
thereof,  Mich-Wisc’s  import  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  importation  of  natural  gas  from 
TransCansMla  is  hereby  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  Mich-Wisc  to  Import  natural  gas  at 
the  price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Ca¬ 
nadian)  effective  August  1,  1975,  and 
$1.60  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective 
November  1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

(B)  Mich-Wisc’s  proposed  PGA  in¬ 
crease  flling  of  Jime  10,  1975,  set  forth 
as  Second  Substitute  Ninth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  57  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff  First 
Revised  V(diune  No.  27F,  Is  hereby  ac- 


1  Second  Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  aTP. 


FEDERAL 


cepted  for  flling  as  of  August  1,  1975,  to 
be  placed  into  effect  (m  August  1,  1975, 
and  Part  154  of  the  Regulations  is  hereby 
waived. 

(C)  Any  fiuther  change  in  the  price 
Mich-Wisc  is  to  pay  for  the  importatiOD 
of  Canadian  gas  will  require  further 
amendment  to  its  import  authorizaticm. 

(D)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
to  intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  at  those  dockets  in  wjilch  their 
respective  petitions  were  flled  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission:  provided,  however,  that  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in 
the  respective  petitions  to  intervene;  and 
provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commissitm  in 
this  proceeding. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Coinmission. 

fSEALl  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  £>oc.75-20228  Flled  8-l-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  0-18314,  etc.] 

MIDWESTERN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Amending  Import  Authorizations 
and  Granting  Interventions 

July  29, 1975. 

On  May  19,  1975  Midwestern  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Midwestern) , 
flled  a  petition  to  amend  its  import  au¬ 
thorizations  to  permit  it  to  continue  the 
importation  of  natural  gas  from  Can¬ 
ada  at  increased  prices.  Midwestern’s 
petition  is  predicated  on  the  fact  that  on 
May  5,  1975,  the  Canadian  government 
announced  that  export  licenses  would  be 
amended  to  provide  that  the  export  price 
for  natural  gas  would  be  increased  to 
$1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective 
August  1,  1975,  and  to  $1.60  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian)  effective  November  1,  1975. 
Midwestern  purchases  gas  from  Trans- 
Canada  Pipelines  Limited  under  three 
contracts  covered  by  Licenses  GL-1,  GL¬ 
IB,  and  GL-37,  and  resells  the  gas  in  its 
Northern  System. 

Notice  of  Midwestern’s  petition  to 
amend  its  import  authorizations  was 
issued  on  May  23, 1975,  with  protests  and 
petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
June  6,.  1975.  Petitions  to  intervene  were 
flled  by  Michigan  Consolidated  Gas 
Company,  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Cor¬ 
poration,  North  Central  Public  Service 
Ccmipany,  Wisconsin  Gas  Company, 
Northern  States  Power  Company  of  Min¬ 
nesota  and  Northern  States  Power  Com¬ 
pany  of  Wisconsin.  No  petitioner  has  ex¬ 
pressed  opposltiim  to  Great  Lakes’  peti¬ 
tion.  The  Northern  States  companies  re¬ 
quest  that  this  Commission  take  what¬ 
ever  action  is  necessary  to  protect  their 
supply  of  Canadian  gas  at  the  lowest 
reascmable  rate. 

Examination  of  Midwestern’s  flling  in¬ 


dicates  that  the  company  has  no  avail¬ 
able  alternative  supply  of  natural  gas  to 
replace  the  volumes  Imported  from 
Canada.  Upon  review,  we  find  that  con¬ 
tinuation  of  Importation  under  the  in¬ 
creased  prices  would  be  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  subject,  however,  to 
the  condition  that  any  further  increase 
in  the  price  Midwestern  is  required  to 
pay  will  require  further  amendment  to  its 
import  authorizations. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Midwestern’s  authorizations  for 
the  importation  of  natiual  gas  from 
TransCanada  should  be  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  Midwestern  to  continue  such  impor¬ 
tation  at  a  price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian) ,  effective  August  1, 1975,  and 
$1.60  per  MMBtu  (Canadian),  effective 
November  1, 1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered, 
as  such  importation  has  been  shown  to 
be  consistent  with  the  public  Interest. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
intervention  of  the  above-mentioned 
petitioners  at  those  dockets  in  which 
their  petitions  were  flled. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural. Gas  Act,  particularly  Section  3 
thereof.  Midwestern’s  import  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  importation  of  natural  gas  from 
Trans-Canada  is  hereby  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  Midwestern  to  import  natural  gas  at 
the  price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu,  (Cana¬ 
dian)  effective  August  1,  1975,  and  $1.60 
per  MMBtu,  (Canadian)  effective  No¬ 
vember  1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

(B)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
to  intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  at  those  dockets  in  which  their 
respective  petitions  were  flled  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Cchu- 
mission;  Provided,  however,  that  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  Intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  speciflcally  set  forth  in  the 
respective  petitions  to  Intervene;  and 
Provided,  further  that  the  admissicm  of 
such  intevenms  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognitiim  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  niade  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20229  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP75-340.  CP75-341,  CP75-342, 
and  RP73-154,  POA75-5] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Hling  and  Making  Ef¬ 
fective  Vmthout  Suspension  Proposed 
Rate  Increase,  Amending  Import  Author¬ 
izations,  Qrantirw  Interventions  Grant¬ 
ing  Waiver,  and  Consolidating  Proceed¬ 
ing 

July  28, 1975. 

On  May  15.  1975  Northwest  Pipe¬ 
line  Corporation  (Nmihweet),  flled  a 
peUtlcm  to  amend  Ite  Import  authoriza¬ 
tions  to  permit  it  to  continue  the  im- 
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portatlon  of  natural  gas  from  Canada  at 
Increased  prices.  Northwest’s  petition  is 
predicated  on  the  fact  that  on  May  5, 
1975,  the  Canadian  government  an¬ 
nounced  that  export  licenses  would  be 
amended  to  provide  that  the  export  price 
for  natural  gas  would  be  increased  to 
$1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective 
August  1.  1975,  and  to  $1.60  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian)  effective  November  1,  1975. 
Northwest  purchases  gas  from  Westcoast 
Transmission  C!ompany  limited  at 
Sumas,  Washington  and  Eingsgate, 
British  Columbia.  Such  importation  ac- 
coimts  for  most  of  Northwest’s  annual 
gas  supply. 

Not^  of  Northwest’s  petition  to 
amend  its  Import  authorizations  was  is¬ 
sued  on  May  22,  1975,  with  protests  and 
petitions  to  Intervene  due  on  or  before 
June  17,  1975.  Petitions  to  Intervene 
were  filed  by  Cascade  Natural  Qas 
Corporation,  Colorado  Interstate  Oas 
Company,  Intermoimtain  Oas  Company, 
Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Company,  North¬ 
west  Natural  Oas  Company,  and  the 
Washington  Utilities  and  Transportation 
Commission.  No  petitioner  has  expressed 
opposition  to  Northwest’s  petition. 

Examination  of  NorUiwest’s  filing  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  company  has  no  avail¬ 
able  alternative  supply  of  natural  gas 
to  replace  the  volumes  imported  from 
Canada.  Upon  review,  we  find  that  con¬ 
tinuation  of  importation  undbr  the  in¬ 
creased  prices  would  be  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  subject,  however,  to 
the  condition  that  any  further  increase 
in  the  price  Northwest  is  required  to  pay 
will  require  further  amendment  to  its 
import  authorizations. 

In  addition  to  its  petition  to  amend  its 
import  authorizations.  Northwest,  on 
May  15,  1975,  tendered  for  filing,  at 
Docket  No.  RP72-154  (PGA75-5) ,  a  pro¬ 
posed  adjiistment  in  its  rates  ^  to  fiow 
through  the  increase  in  its  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  attributable  to  the  $1.40  per 
MMBtu  (Canadian)  price  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  August  1,  1975.  The  estimated 
Rnniifti  effect  of  this  increase  will  ap¬ 
proximate  115.9  million.  Northwest  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  applicable  Commission 
Regulations  so  as  to  permit  an  August  1, 
1975  effective  date. 

Notice  of  Northwest’s  proposed  POA 
changes  was  issued  on  May  17, 1975,  with 
protests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due 
on  or  before  June  5, 1975.  Petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  filed  by  Cascade  Natural 
Qas  Corporation,  Northwest  Natural  Oas 
Company  and  the  Washington  Water 
Power  Company.  No  petitioner  expresses 
exposition  to  Northwest’s  rate  increase 
application. 

On  May  16,  1975,  Northwest  filed  a 
motion  requesting  consolidation  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  decision  of  the  PQA  increase 
proceedings  with  those  relating  to  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  amendments  to  its  import 
authorization.  Northwest  also  requests 
expedition  in  our  rendering  of  a  deci¬ 
sion.  For  purposes  of  these  two  applica¬ 
tions,  we  shall  grant  these  requests. 


^Blgbth  Bevlsed  sheet  No.  10  to  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 


Our  review  of  Northwest’s  proposed  in¬ 
crease  indicates  that  it  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  refiect  the  increase  In  Ms  cost 
of  purchased  gas  attrlbutaUe  to  the  $1.40 
per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  price  effective 
as  of  August  1,  1975. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Northwest’s  authorizations  fOT  the 
importation  of  natural  gas  frcmi  Canada 
should  be  amended  to  permit  Northwest 
to  continue  such  importation  at  a  price 
of  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian),  effec¬ 
tive  August  1, 1975,  and- $1.60  per  MMBtu 
(Canadian) ,  effective  November  1,  1975, 
as  hereinafter  ordered,  as  such  impor¬ 
tation  has  been  shown  to  be  consistent 
with  the  puWc  interest. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  North¬ 
west’s  request  to  consolidate  its  PQA  rate 
increase  application  proceedings  with 
those  relating  to  its  application  for 
amendment  of  import  authorizations  for 
purposes  of  rmdering  a  decisiem  and  to 
exp^te  the  rendering  of  such  decision. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  that  Northwest’s  proposed 
rate  increase  should  be  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing,  to  be  placed  into  effect  as  of  August 
1, 1975. 

(4)  CK>od  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  those  Regulations  necessary  to  allow 
Northwest’s  rate  increase  aixlieation  to 
be  placed  into  effect  as  of  August  1, 1975. 

(5)  Qood  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
interv^tlon  of  the  above-mentioned 
petitioners  at  those  dockets  in  which 
their  petlti<xis  were  filed. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Qas  Act,  particularly  Section 
3  thereof,  NorUiwest’s  import  authori¬ 
zations  for  importation  of  natural  gas 
from  Canada  are  hereby  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  Northwest  to  import  natural  gas  at 
the  price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu,  (Grana¬ 
dian)  ,  effective  August  1, 1975,  and  $1.60 
per  MMBtu,  (Canadian)  effective  No¬ 
vember  1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

(B)  Northwest’s  request  to  consolidate 
and  expedite  the  subject  proceeding  is 
hereby  granted. 

(C)  Northwest’s  proposed  PQA  in¬ 
crease  filing  of  May  15,  1975  set  forth 
as  Eight  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  to  FPC 
Qas  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  1,  is  here¬ 
by  accepted  for  filing  as  of  August  1, 
1975,  to  be  placed  into  effect  on  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975,  and  waiver  of  the  Ckxn- 
mission’s  Relations  to  allow  such  effec¬ 
tive  date  is  hereby  granted. 

(D)  Any  fxirther  change  in  the  price 
Northwest  is  to  pay  for  the  importation 
of  Canadian  gas  will  require  further 
amendment  of  its  import  authorization. 

(E)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
to  intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  at  those  dockets  in  which  their 
respective  petitions  were  filed  subject  to 
the  Rviles  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  provided,  however,  that  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
respective  petitions  to  intervene;  and 
provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 


•uch  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
M  reoognltloa  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
«r  orders  Issued  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(Q)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publicatlcm  of  this  order  in  the  FSdkral 
Rboister. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SXALl  EiXMMXTH  F.  PLUMB, 

Secretary. 

(FR  I>oc.75-a0830  PUed  8-1-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  0-0279;  0-30270] 

PAN  AMERICAN  PETROLEUM 
CORPORATION,  ET  AL. 

Order  Directing  Release  of  Refunds 
July  29,  1975. 

On  Decraiber  2,  1974,  as  amended  on 
January  31,  1975,  Columbia  Qas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Columbia)  as  suc¬ 
cessor  to  United  Fuel  Qas  Company 
(United  Fuel),  filed  in  the  above-r^er- 
enced  dockets  a  petition  requesting  the 
Commission  to  o^er  the  release  of  cer¬ 
tain  refund  monies  being  retained  by 
Pan  American  Petroleum  Corporation 
(Pan  American). 

Notice  (ff  Coliunbia’s  petition  was 
issued  on  December  16,  1974,  providing 
for  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  to 
be  filed  on  or  before  December  23,  1974. 
No  protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
other  comments  have  been  received  in 
response  to  the  notice. 

The  refunds  here  in  question  arise 
from  the  CTommisslon’s  order  issued  on 
Docket  No.  Q-9279  on  April  13,  1966,  (35 
FPC  502),  approving  a  rate  settlement 
encompassing  257  of  Pan  American’s 
then-effective  FPC  gas  rate  schedules. 
On  September  11,  1969,  (38  FPC  586), 
the  Commission  ordered  the  partial  re¬ 
lease  of  refunds  in  accordance  with  the 
above  settlement.  Pan  American  was  di¬ 
rected  to  refund  $5,610,142.77  to  United 
Fuel  in  Docket  No.  Q-9279,  but  was  di¬ 
rected  to  retain  the  balance  of  $2,572,- 
229.77,  representing  payments  for  gas 
purchased  by  United  Fuel  under  Pan 
American  rate  schedules  which  became 
effective  subsequent  to  June  1,  1961. 
These  amounts  were  required  to  be  re¬ 
tained  because  United  Fuel  had  not 
agreed  to  flow  them  through  to  its  juris¬ 
dictional  customers.  The  Commission 
stated  that  these  funds  “. . .  will  be  dealt 
with  in  separate  proceedings  concerning 
the  claims  of  the  respective  customers 
that  they  are  entitled  to  retain  such 
amounts  .  .  .”  (38  FE>C  588).  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  was  directed  to  pay  interest  on  the 
retained  refunds  at  the  rate  of  5V^  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  from  May  20,  1966  until 
the  date  of  pa3mient. 

Coliunbia  ba^  its  claim  of  entitle¬ 
ment  to  the  refunds  in  question  on  the 
terms  of  United  Fuel’s  Commission-ap¬ 
proved  rate  settlement  in  Docket  No. 
Q-20270.  Article  11(2)  of  the  approved 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  ’’United  shall  not  be 
required  in  this  docket  to  pass  on  any  re¬ 
funds  it  may  receive  from  suppliers  as  a 
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result  of  the  final  determination  of  gas 
purchase  increases  \«dilich  became  effec¬ 
tive  after  June  1,  1961,  and  which  are 
iK>t  reflected  In  Unlted^e  rates  In  this 
docket.  No.  0-20270.”  Pan  American’s 
rate  increases  which  became  effective 
8ut»equent  to  June  1,  1961,  and  which 
give  rise  to  the  refimds  here  at  issue, 
were  in  fact  not  reflected  in  United’s 
rates  during  the  applicable  refund  peHod. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  Co¬ 
lumbia  is  entitled  to  retain  the  refunds 
plus  accrued  interest  under  the  terms  of 
the  above-mentioned  rate  settlement 
agreement,  and  Columbia’s  petition 
seeking  the  release  of  these  refunds  will 
accordingly  be  granted. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  hereby  directed  to  disburse  to  Co¬ 
lumbia,  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  the  sum  ot  $2,572,  229.77,  to¬ 
gether  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate 
of  percent  per  annum  for  the  period 
May  20,  1966,  imtil  the  date  payment. 

(B)  Ihe  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-20231  Piled  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8224;  Opinion  No.  730-A] 

SIERRA  PACIFIC  POWER  CO. 

Opinion  and  Order  Granting  Rehearing  in 
Part  and  Reopening  the  Record 

July  16,  1975. 

On  May  15,  1975,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  Opinion  No.  730  which  resolved 
numerous  issues  related  to  the  May  22, 
1973,  wholesale  rate  increase  filing  of 
Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company  (Sierra) . 
Then  on  June  16,  1975,  intervenora 
Truckee-Donner  Public  Utility  District, 
California  and  the  City  of  Fallon, 
Nevada  (T-D  and  Fallon)  lulled  for 
rdxearing  of  Opinion  No.  730,  though 
only  as  to  the  Commission’s  rate  of  re¬ 
turn  determination. 

In  establishing  a  fair  rate  of  return 
in  Opinion  No.  730  the  Commission  ac¬ 
cepted  the  12.50%  return  on  common 
eQulty  provided  in  the  initial  decision 
but  increased  the  overall  rate  of  return 
from  the  8.6%  set  in  the  initial  decision 
to  8.9%.^  In  aiHrmlng  the  12.5%  retiun 
on  common  egulty  the  Oommission 
found  the  f (blowing:  (1)  12.5%Tetumls 
sufficimt  to  Insure  Sierra’s  financial  In¬ 
tegrity;  therefore.  Sierra’s  higher  pro¬ 
posal  is  excessive.  (2)  Staff’s  lower  pro- 


>aM  UUUe  bvtow. 


ReanM 

•qoRy^ 

(PMBOO 

Ormsll 

retorn 

(pmoO 

Staff.,  - 

n.1% 

AM 

n.m 

a* 

InltW  - 

ixs 

AS 

OplilHi  16b.  IMl.-..—- 

18.5 

At 

NOTICES 

posal  appears  reasonable  when  compared 
to  the  utility  averages  employed  for  the 
1972  test  year;  however,  post- 1972, 
beyond-tbe-reeord  financial  data  *  dem¬ 
onstrates  that  Sierra  needs  a  12.5% 
return  on  equity.  (3)  There  is  prior 
C(Hnmission  precedent  for  looking 
beyond  the  record  for  financial  data, 
vdien,  as  here,  the  rate  filing  does  not 
moompcuss  a  ”locked-in”  period.  (4)  In 
particular  1973  data  was  gleaned  from 
the  Commissicm’s  A  Study  of  the  Elec¬ 
tric  UtUity  Industry,  while  1974  data 
came  from  Moody’s  Public  Utility.  (5) 
This  same  beyond-the-record  data  was 
employed  in  iqxlating  Sierra’s  capital 
structure  and  embedded  cost  of  long¬ 
term  debt,  which  had  increased  over 
that  in  the  record,  resulting  in  a  higher 
overall  rate  of  return  of  8.9%. 

T-D  and  Fallon  contend  that  only 
Staff’s  rate  of  return  recommendation  is 
supported  by  the'  record,  arguing  pri¬ 
marily  that  the  Commission  has  no  legal 
authority  to  consider  material  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  record.  It  advances  sev¬ 
eral  supporting  rationale:  (1)  This  be¬ 
yond-the-record  financial  data  neither 
existed  before  the  close  of  the  record  nor 
was  in  the  ccxitemplation  of  the  parties 
during  the  hearing.  As  a  result,  this  data 
was  not  subjected  to  the  essential  scru¬ 
tiny  of  cross-examination.  (2)  The 
parties  had  stipulated  to  the  capital 
structure  and  embedded  cost  of  debt, 
and  this  stipulation,  pursuant  to  Section 
1.18  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  should  control  the 
hearing  imless  good  cause  exists  to  mod¬ 
ify  it.  (3)  They  attempt  to  distinguish 
the  prior  Commission  precedent  relied 
upon  in  Opinion  No.  730,*  to-wit:  no  ap¬ 
proved  stipulations  were  present;  the 
rationale  of  those  cases,  that  use  of  post¬ 
test  year  embedded  costs  of  debt  would 
prevent  repeated  rate  filings,  is  no  longer 
applicable  for  such  filings  are  more  fre¬ 
quent  today,  as  indicated  by  the  new 
two-year  period  for  amortizing  rate  case 
expenses  approved  in  Opinion  No.  730; 
and  the  beyond-the-record  data  In  those 
cases  was  not  employed  to  Increase  the 
return  on  common  equity,  as  it  was  in 
the  present  case.  (4)  The  parties  have 
allegedly  been  denied  their  right  to  a 
fair  hearing  as  is  mandated  by  section 
205(e)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Due 
Process.* 

We  find  that  T-D  and  Fallon’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  in  part  justifiles  modi- 
ficatiem  of  Opinion  No.  730;  therefore,  we 
grant' r^iearing  for  the  limited  purpose 
of  reopening  the  record  in  order  to  pro- 


■In  partlctilar  the  Ckunminlcm  considered 
Sierra’s  end  of  1974  capital  structure  and  em¬ 
bedded  costs  of  debt,  as  well  as  Sierra's 
realised  return  on  common  equity,  price/ 
•amings  ratio  and  market/book  ratio  for 
1073  and  1974. 

*  Union  Electric  Company,  Opinion  No. 
800.  47  FPC  144,  155  (1972);  and  Alyonqnin 
Gas  TrmnemlaMton  Company,  Opinion  No. 
»Tl:  43  PPC  68.  60  (1970). 

*  US.  V.  Florida  East  Coast  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  416  UB.  934.  246  (1678) ;  and  Moryan 
V.  US.,  804  VS.  1.  V$~19  (1987). 


vide  a  hearing  to  test  the  credibility  of 
the  beyond-the-record  financial  data* 
relied  upon  by  the  Commission  in  estab¬ 
lishing  rate  of  return.  In  all  other  re¬ 
spects,  however,  the  Commission’s  use  of 
beyond-the-record  financial  data  in 
Opinion  No.  730  is  reaffirmed.  ^ 

The  foundation  for  this  approach  to 
rate  of  return  determination  is  our  hold¬ 
ings  in  VnionElectric  and. AlgonquinGas, 
supra  Note  3.  In  both  opinions  the  Com¬ 
mission  utilized  the  utilities’  most  rwent 
capital  structure  and  embedded  cost  of 
debt,  even  though  this  subsequent  to 
the  test  year,  the  closing  of  the  record, 
and  the  issuance  ot  the  initial  decision. 
The  following  factors  were  Instrumental 
in  these  holdings:  (1)  Such  post- test 
year  additional  financing  was  “no  longer 
either  future  or  speculative.”  (2)  It  has 
already  occurred  and  is  of  “public  knowl¬ 
edge.”  (3)  To  ignore  actual  beyond-the- 
record  debt  issues  would  be  “s^  defeat¬ 
ing  regulatory  policy”  for  it  would  stimu¬ 
late  freqiient  successive'  filings  having 
an  imstabilizing  price  impact.  (4)  Capi¬ 
talization  costs  should  be  an  exception  to 
the  normal  requirement  of  synchronized 
revenues,  expenses  and  investment  be¬ 
cause  they  diff^  from  other  costs  (i.e., 
construction,  labor,  equipment,  and 
fuel) ,  which  change  in  predictable  direc¬ 
tions  and  are  offset  by  predictable 
changes  in  efficiency,  technology  and 
market  growth.  “Interest  rates  and  other 
security  yields  have  tended  to  rise  and 
fall  rather  sporadically  and  often  unra- 
pectedly  over  time  without  equa^  visible 
and  convincing  evidence  of  offsetting  cost 
trends.” 

The  treatment  of  ciuiital  costs  in  Un¬ 
ion  and  Algonquin  is,  in  terms  of  regula¬ 
tory  policy,  a  rati(xial  uid  sound  di¬ 
vergence  from  the  traditional  require¬ 
ment  that  all  evidence  be  subject  to  hear¬ 
ing  and  cross-examination.  Although 
this  approach  is  a  dramatic  departure 
from  traditional  rate  case  procedure,  the 
unrealistic  ai^  greatly  askewed  results 
caused  by  ignoring  this  subsequent  capi- 
tal  activity  precipitated  this  Commis¬ 
sion  aetkm.  These  opinions  directly  siip- 
pmt  the  increase  of  the  overall  rate  of 
return  from  8.6%  to  8.9%  due  to  the 
change  in  capital  structure  and  em¬ 
bedded  cost  at  debt  from  March  31, 1973, 
tiie  date  used  in  the  stipulation,  to  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974.  While  these  (H^^iAons 
were  expanded  upon  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion  considered  1973  and  1974  financial 
data  (realized  return  on  common  equity, 
pnice/eamlngs  ratio  and  raaiket/book 
ratio)  in  arriving  at  a  return  on  common 
equity,  the  previously  enumerated  ra¬ 
tionale  of  Union  and  Algonquin  also  ap¬ 
plies  to  equity  financing. 

T-D  a^  Fallon’s  reliance  upon  the 
approved  stipulation  as  to  csqiital  struc¬ 
ture  is  not  determinative.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  is  not  necessarily  precluded  from 
going  beyond  the  stipulation.  Good  cause 
has  been  shown  to  not  rely  completely  on 
this  stipulation  which  the  (Commission 
wsis  aware  of  in  Opinion  No.  730.*  ’Thte 


*  Supra,  Note  2. 
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data,  which  Is  of  public  knowledge  and  is 
not  speculative,  should  be  considered  so 
as  to  reflect  the  actual  iu>*to-date  flnan* 
cial  condition  of  Sierra,  thereby  not  un¬ 
necessarily  stimulating  another  rate  fll- 
ing. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  flnan- 
cial  data  gleaned  ffom  the  flnancial  re¬ 
porting  services  and  Sierra’s  annual  re¬ 
port  in  Opinion  No.  730  possesses  inde¬ 
pendent  reliability  which  further  justifles 
use  of  this  beyond-the-record  evidence: 
Sierra  is  motivated  to  not  report  an 
artiflcially  pessimistic  financial  picture 
(which  would  tend  to  increase  the  rate 
of  return  allowed  by  the  Commission) 
since  Investors  in  the  capital  market  rely 
upon  these  services  and  Sierra’s  aimual 
report,  which  means  that  false  reporting 
of  flnancial  troubles  would  only  serve  to 
increase  Sierra’s  capital  costs. 

In  spite  of  these  justiflcations  the  use 
of  beyond-the-record  flnancial  data  in 
Opinion  No.  730  to  set  a  rate  of  return 
may  conflict  with  procedural  Due  Process 
guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment.  To 
begin  with.  Due  Process  clearly  applies  to 
adjudicatory  administrative  proceed¬ 
ings,^  and  It  requires  that  agency  find¬ 
ings  be  based  upon  record  evidence.  This 
is  not,  however,  an  absolute  rule:  “the 
mere  fact  that  the  determining  body  has 
kK^ed  beyond  the  record  proper  does  not 
Invalidate  Its  action  unless  substantial 
prejudice  Is  shown  to  result.’’*  For  ex¬ 
ample,  in  certain  situations  agency  con¬ 
sideration  of  a  beyond-the-record  regu- 


*  “There  is  no  dispute  concerning  either 
Sierra’s  capital  structiire  or  the  embedded 
cost  of  debt  and  preferred  stock."  Opinion 
No.  730,  supra,  slip  op.  at  3. 

*0)ilo  Bell  Telephone  Company  v.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio.  301  U.S.  292. 
304  (1937). 

•  VB.  V.  Pierce  Auto  Freight  Lines,  Inc., 
327  U.S.  616,  630  (1946). 


lated  company’s  report  filed  with  the 
agency  has  been  iqiproved.*  The  financial 
data  at  issue  here  does  not,  however, 
seem  to  fit  this  exemption  from  the  Due 
Process  hearing  requirement. 

In  order  to  retain  the  salutary  regu¬ 
latory  effect  of  considering  this  beyond- 
the-record  data  but  at  the  same  time 
affording  all  parties  a  fair  hearing  we  are 
going  to  reopen  the  record  to  permit  any 
party  to  impeach  the  reliability  and 
creilibility  of  this  data.  A  hearing  wlU  be 
convened  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  who  will  thereafter  certify  the 
record  of  that  hearing  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  so  that  it  may  reassess  the  financial 
data  employed.  TTie  following  beyond- 
the-record  material  was  considered  by 
the  Commission  and  may  be  subjected  to 
both  cross-examination  and  rebuttal  evi¬ 
dence: 

(1)  Sierra’s  capital  structure  smd  em¬ 
bedded  costs  at  long  term  debt  and  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  as  of  December  31, 1974  were 
supplied  by  Sierra  upcm  Ckmunlssion  re¬ 
quest  and  are  also  essentially  reiterated 
in  Sierra’s  1974  annual  report: 


Amount  Ratio  Cost  Weifthted 
tactor  component 


Lone-term  DoUars  Percent  Percent  Percent 

debt .  130,380,491  57.23  7.26  4.15 

Preferred  stock.  24,025,000  ia56  &79  -  .72 

Common 

e<juity .  73,380,236  82.22  . 


Total .  227,765,717  100.00 


(2)  Sierra’s  1974  return  on  ccmimon 
equity  of  11.53%  was  ascertained  by  the 
Commission  from  the  following  calcula- 
ti(xi  using  common  equity  data  foimd  in 
Sierra’s  annual  report: 


•Market  Street  Railway  Company  v.  Rail¬ 
road  Commission  of  California,  324  UA.  648. 
662  (1948):  and  Wisconsin  v.  FR.C.,  201  F.2d 
183,  186  (D.C.  Clr.  1962),  cert,  denied.  345 
n.S.  934  (1963). 


88,463,000  (Net  Income  for  common  equity) 

- =11.00% 

873,380,000  (Common  equity) 

— - 9 - 

(3)  In  arriving  at  Sierra’s  1974  price/  Standard  and  Poor’s  Listed  Stock  Re- 
eamlngs  ratio  of  6  the  Commission  first  ports  and  employed  the  earnings  per 
of  all  derived  the  average  market  price  average  share  as  found  in  both  Sierra’s 
from  the  price  range  as  reported  in  amiual  report  and  Standard  and  Poor’s: 


89.75  (Average  market  price  per  share,  computed 
from  a  1974  high  of  11%  and  a  low  of  7% 
81.60  (Earnings  per  average  siuu^ 


(4)  In  arriving  at  Sierra's  1974  mar-  price,  as  well  as  computing  the  average 
ket/book  ratio  of  .70  the  Commission  book  value  per  share  from  data  foimd  in 
took  the  above-derived  average  market  Sierra’s  annual  report: 


89.76  (Average  market  price  per  share) 

813.88  (Average  book  value  per  share,  as  calculated  by  dividing  Sierra’s  common  equity 
of  873,380,000  by  the  average  number  of  outstanding  shares  of  common  stock,  5,288.351) 


(5)  Sierra’s  1973  return  on  common 
equity,  price/ earnings  ratio,  and  market/ 
book  ratio  were  all  taken  directly  from 
A  Study  of  the  Electric  Utility  Industry, 
Appendix  O,  page  3,  line  33,  prepared  by 
the  Division  of  Finance  and  Statistics, 
OfDce  of  Accounting  and  Finance,  Fed¬ 


eral  Power  Commission  in  September 
1974. 

’The  reopening  of  the  record  shall  be 
limited  to  consideration  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  items.  Inquiry  into  the  com¬ 
putations  made  and  the  base  data  em¬ 
ployed  will  be  permitted,  but  no  other 


matters  shall  be  entertained.  The  Com¬ 
mission  hopes  that  the  parties  will  be 
able  to  complete  this  reopening  by  use 
of  interrogatories  answered  under  oath, 
although  a  hearing  will  be  established. 

The  Commission  foresees  that  the 
major  focus  of  any  party  participating 
in  the  reopening  will  be  upon  Sierra’s 
agent  who  is  responsible  for  the  fliuincial 
data  appearing  in  its  annual  reporting 
and  provided  to  the  financial  reporting 
services.  This  agent  should  be  in  attend¬ 
ance  at  the  hearing  for  purposes  of  cross- 
examination. 

The  Commission  further  finds: 

T-D  and  Fallon’s  June  16.  1975,  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  of  Opinion  No.  730 
presents  a  ground  for  rehearing  which 
warrants  a  modification  in  Opinion  No. 
730  to  the  extent  that  the  record  should 
be  reopened  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
permitting  examination  ci.  the  beyond- 
the-record  flnancial  data  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  establishing  a  rate 
of  return  for  Sierra. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  T-D  and  Fallon’s  June  16,  1975, 
application  for  rehearing  of  Opinion  No. 
730  is  hereby  granted  in  peurt. 

(B)  ’The  record  in  this  proceeding  is 
hereby  reopened  for  the  limited  purpose 
of  and  TOlely  to  the  extent  that  the  pre¬ 
viously  numerated  financial  data  may 
be  subjected  to  cross-examination  and 
rebuttal  evidence  going  to  its  reliability 
and  credibility. 

(C)  A  public  hearing  for  this  reopen¬ 
ing  shall  be  commenced  if  necessary  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E..  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20426. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose  (see 
Delegation  of  Authority,  18  C.FJt.  f  3.5d) 
shall  preside  over  this  reopening  of  the 
record. 

(E)  Any  interested  party  shall  file  and 
serve  any  evidence  on  or  before  August 
11.  1975. 

(F)  ’The  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  shall  certify  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  all  written  evidence  and  the  record 
of  the  hearing  at  the  close  of  the  hearing. 

By  the  Commission. 

[siAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-20233  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  0176-277] 

•  J.  G.  STONE 

Order  Setting  Hearing  Date  and 
Prescribing  Procedure 

JULT  29, 1975. 

On  October  31.  1974,  J.  O.  Stone 
(Stone)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI75-277  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Oas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  United  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(United)  from  certain  acreage  in  the 
Keeran  Field,  Victoria  County,  Texas, 
R.  R.  District  No.  2  (Texas  Gulf  Coast 
Area). 
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Stone  requests  abandonment  authori¬ 
zation  for  a  sale  of  gas  to  United  cov¬ 
ered  imder  a  contract  dated  January  8, 
1941 — Sun  Oil  Comipany’s  (Sun),  the 
predecessor’s,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  293.  By  agreement  dated  October  17, 
1971,  United  has  agreed  to  the  cancella¬ 
tion  of  the  subject  contract,  inasmuch  as 
no  gas  has  been  delivered  from  the  sub¬ 
ject  properties  to  United  since  May  17, 
1962. 

By  letter  dated  March  14,  1975,  in  re¬ 
ply  to  the  Staff’s  inquiry.  Stone  advised 
that  when  the  field  declined  to  the  point 
where  Sun  intended  to  plug  and  abandon 
the  subject  wells  because  it  was  not  eco¬ 
nomically  feasible  to  continue  (^ra¬ 
tions,  he  acquired  the  properties  for 
salvage  value.  Before  plugging  the  wells, 
Stwie,  together  with  a  few  other  indi¬ 
viduals,  decided  to  risk  completing 
“wildcat"  sands  in  the  existing  wells. 
The  group’s  efforts  resulted  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  small  amount  of  shallow 
gas  from  oil  sands.  Stone  presumes  that 
Sim’s  expert  geologists,  engineers  and 
other  personnel  felt  that  these  small 
sands  were  not  worth  producing  or  else 
Sim  would  not  have  sold  the  properties 
to  Stone  for  salvage  value.  Upon  receipt 
of  abandonment  authorization,  Stone 
contemplates  negotiating  with  local  com- 
pMmies  to  sell  whatever  residue  gas  he  has 
available  rather  than  having  to  i^ug 
the  small  sands  and  lose  the  gas. 

An  alternative  in  a  situation  such  as 
that  faced  by  Stone  is  to  submit  a  request 
for  special  relief  pursuant  to  Section  2.76 
of  the  C<Mnmlssk>n’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.76),  which 
permits  indeiiendent  producers  to  apply 
for  relief  from  area  rates  with  respect  to 
sales  of  natural  gas  from  reservoirs 
where  reduced  pressures,  the  need  for 
reconditioning  or  deeper  drilling  make 
further  production  imecon<Mnical  at  ex¬ 
isting  prices.  Section  2.76  provides  that 
applicants  for  relief  under  such  policy 
shall  establish  economic  justification  for 
their  request,  including  Information  on 
additional  costs,  the  unit  price  which 
would  justify  the  additional  expenditure 
and  the  amount  of  gas  to  be  recovered 
smd  sold  in  the  interstate  market. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
that  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  be 
scheduled  for  hearing  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections 
7  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  on  Septem¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m.  (EOT)  In  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street^ 
r 


FEDERAL 


N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  concern¬ 
ing  the  Issue  of  adiether  the  available 
sun>ly  of  natural  gas  Is  depleted  to  the 
extent  that  the  continuance  of  service 
Is  unwarranted,  or  that  the  present  or 
future  public  convenience  or  necessity 
permit  such  abcindonment 

(B)  On  or  before  August  25,  1975, 
Stone  and  any  supporting  party  shall 
file'with  the  Commission  and  serve  upon 
all  parties,  including  Commission  Staff, 
their  testimony  and  exhibits  in  supimrt 
of  their  positions. 

(C)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge — See  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  18  C7PR  3.S(d) — shall  preside  at, 
and  contn^  this  proceeding  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  expressed  In  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  and  the  purposes  expressed  in 
this  order. 

.  By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  E)oc.75-20233  Piled  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ID-1462] 

B.  JOHN  YEAGER 
Supplemental  Application 

July  28, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  10,  1975,  B. 
John  Yeager  (Applicant)  filed  a  supple¬ 
mental  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  Pursuant  to  Section 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  Appli¬ 
cant  seeks  authority  to  hold  the  follow¬ 
ing  positions: 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  ’The  Cincin¬ 
nati  (jas  &  Electric  Company,  Public 
UtiUty. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  Union 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  Pub¬ 
lic  UtUity. 

The  Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Cincinnati  Gas)  whose  principal 
place  of  business  is  located  in  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  and  is  engaged  in  electric 
iNtKluction,  dlstribution^nd  gas  distri¬ 
bution. 

The  Union  Ught,  Heat  and  Power 
Company  (Union  Light)  whose  principal 
place  of  business  is  located  in  Coving¬ 
ton,  Kentucky  is  engaged  in.  electric  and 
gas  distribution. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 


make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1975  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commlsslmi.  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Persons  wishing  to  become  parties 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  The  applica¬ 
tion  is  on  file  with  the  Cmnmission  and 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-20334  PUed  8-l-75;S:45  am] 


"  [Rate  Schedule  Noe.  63,  etc.] 

GENERAL  AMERICAN  OIL  CO.  OF  TEXAS, 
ET  AL 

Rate  Change  HUngs 

July  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto  have 
filed  propo^  increased  rates  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based 
on  the  Interpretation  of  vlntaging  con¬ 
cepts  set  foith  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Opinion  No.  699-H,  issued  December  4, 

1974.  Pursuant  to  Oplnkm  No.  699-H  the 
rates.  If  aoc^yted,  win  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these'sales  Is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  August  15, 

1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washingt<m,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  A  protest  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protest^t  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Appendix 


FlUnc  daU 


Rata 

Producar  schadnla  Buyer 

No. 


Area 


July  17,  1975. 
July  »,  1«7S. 
Do . 


_ Oanaral  American  Oil  Co.  of  Tam, 

Meadowt  B1<M.,  Didlaa,  Tax.  76308. 
...  TraoiOoean  OU,  Ine.,  lit  City  Kaat 
Bide.,  HouftOQ,  Tex.  77008. 

OoB  OU  Cerp.,  P.O.  Box  1680,  ’Tuba, 
OUa.  74102. 


58  Misidaappl  Rtvar  Trana-  Other  Soutbweat. 
missioa  Gorp. 

4  Tanneasaa  Oae  PlpaUna  Oa. .  Tam  QuU  Coast. 

7t  Tam  Oas  TVaasmlslon  South  Louisiana: 
Corp. 


(PR  Doc.76-30387  FIM  am] 
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[Docket  No.  B-aa06] 

MCDOWELL  COUNTY  CONSUMERS 
COUNCIL,  me.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Instituting  Investigation  and 
EstabHshi^  Procedures 

In  the  matter  of  McDowell  County 
Consumers  Council,  Inc.  ▼.  American 
Electric  Power  Company,  et  al.,  American 
Electric  Power  Service  Corp(»uti(m,  Ap¬ 
palachian  Power  Company.  Central  Ap¬ 
palachian  Coal  Company.  Cedar  Goal 
Company,  Central  Coal  Company,  Cen¬ 
tral  Operating  Company.  Kanawha  Val¬ 
ley  Power  Company,  Southern  Appa¬ 
lachian  Coal  Company.  West  Virginia 
Power  Company.  Franklin  Real  Estate 
Company,  TndiRna  Franklin  Realty,  Inc., 
Indiana  A  Michigan  Electric  Company, 
Indiana  A  Michigan  Power  Company, 
Kentucky  Power  Company,  Klngapcart 
Power  Company,  Ohio  Power  Company, 
Beech  Bottom  Power  Company.  Inc., 
Southern  Ohio  Coal  Company,  Cardinal 
Operating  Company.  Central  Operating 
Company.  Central  Ohio  Coal  Company, 
Windsor  Power  House  Coal  Company, 
Ohio  Electric  Company,  Ohio  Valley 
Electric  Corp.,  Indlana-Kentocky  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation,  Twin  Branch  Railroad 
Compemy,  Wheeling  Electric  Company, 
Power  Company,  Mkdiigan  Oas 
Exjrforatlon  Company,  Michigan  Electric 
Power  Company. 

July  29,  1975. 

On  January  16,  1976,  we  issued  a  No¬ 
tice  of  Filing  of  Complaint  In  this  docket. 
In  the  notlee  we  stated  that  we  had 
received  a  letter  dated  October  25,  1974, 
which  we  would  treat  as  h  complaint  in 
the  above-captioned  docket  concerning 
certain  practices  of  Appalachian  Power 
Company  (APCO)  which  may  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  Federal  Power  Act.  The  let¬ 
ter  signed  by  an  attorney  for  the  Appa¬ 
lachian  Research  and  Defense  Fund,  Inc. 
was  forwarded  to  this  Commission  by 
letter  dated  November  6,  1974,  by  the 
office  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Budget. 
M’fttiagftmmt  and  Expenditure  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Oovemment  Op¬ 
erations. 

We  forwarded  a  copy  of  the  complaint 
to  APCO  on  January  16.  1975  and  re- 
qiilred  an  answer  within  thirty  days. 
On  February  18, 1975,  APCO  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  diiwni«w  the  complaint.  By  order 
Issued  March  17, 1975,  we  denied  APCO's 
mntinn  to  dismiss  and  ordered  APCO  to 
answer  the  complaint.  On  April  30,  1975, 
APCO  filed  its  answer  to  the  complaint 
and  renewed  its  motion  to  dismiss.  Mc¬ 
Dowell  County  Consumer  Council,  Inc. 
filed  a  response  to  the  motion  to  dismiss 
on  May  SO,  1975. 

In  response  to  the  Notice  of  Complaint 
three  other  parties  have  filed  comments 
and  requests  to  participate  in  any  in¬ 
vestigation  which  we  may  order.  These 
parties  are  Richmuod  Power  and  Light 
of  the  City  of  Richmond,  Indiana 
(RPAL) ,  Environmental  Action  Founda¬ 
tion  (EAF),  and  the  State  of  Michigan 
(Michigan) .  We  shall  treat  all  these  re¬ 
sponses  as  petitions  to  intervene  and 
grant  them.  All  of  the  petitioners  noted 


that  APCO  is  a  subsidlary.of  American 
Electric  Power  Company  (AEP)  and 
each  urged  that  any  Investigation  be 
broadened  In  scope  to  encompasa  the 
actlvitieB  of  the  entire  AEP  system.  RPMj 
and  Michigan  expressed  direct  concern 
with  the  practices  of  the  AEP  subsidiary 
Indiana  A  Electric  Cony>any 

(lAM) .  RPAL  requests  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  to  define  the  scope  of  any  inves¬ 
tigation  and  set  procedures  for  discovery. 

The  original  complaint  raised  4iues- 
tions  concerning  the  pricing  of  APCO’s 
aflUlate  produced  coal  for  the  purposes 
of  implementing  the  fuel  adjustment 
clause  applied  to  retail  consumers;  the 
purchasing  by  APCO  of  coal  on  the  spot 
market  at  prices  lUaove  the  cost  of  affil¬ 
iate  produced  coal  at  a  time  when  such 
affiliate  produced  coal  was  being  sold 
to  lAM.  the  shifting  of  coal  between  or 
among  AEP  subsidiaries;  the  conducting 
of  an  advertikbig  campaign  by  AEP  con- 
cendng  strip  mining  regulation  and 
Cfiean  Air  Act  standards;  and  the  pur¬ 
chasing  and  bargaining  for  coal  con¬ 
tracts  gener^ly.  In  connection  with  the 
last  question,  the  complaint  noted  the 
disparity  between  the  terms  of  AEP  con¬ 
tracts  for  Western  coal  and  Eastern  coal 
and  the  possibility  of  abuse  arising  over 
differing  sulphur  concentrations  in  coal. 

In  its  motion  to  dismiss  and  answer 
to  the  omnplahit  APCO  questioned  the 
standing  of  the  McDowell  County  Con¬ 
sumers  Council.  Inc.  (McDowell)  to  lodge 
a  complaint  with  this  Commission.  APCO 
noted  that  questions  concerning  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  fuel  adjustment 
clause  in  use  for  retail  consumers  are 
beyond  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  and  that  in  any  event,  APCO  has 
been  following  the  orders  of  the  West 
Virginia  Public  Service  Commission  in 
Implementing  the  retail  fuel  adjustment 
clause.  APCO  also  contends  that  the 
pricing  of  coal  purchased  from  affiliates 
is  regulated  hy  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  (SEC).  Further. 
APCO  denied  any  wrongdoing  in  the 
purchasing,  contracting  for.  or  shifting 
of  coal  among  its  affiliates. 

With  respect  to  APCO’s  questioning 
of  the  standing  of  McDowell  to  lodge  a 
complaint,  McDowtil  has  answered  that 
it  is  an  organisation  d#Kign«vi  to  protect 
the  consumers  of  McDowell  County.  West 
Virginia.  Many  consumers  in  McDowell 
County  are  served  by  wholesale  custo¬ 
mers^  of  APCO.  These  consumers  are 
directly  affected  ly  the  actions  and  prac¬ 
tices  of  AF(X>.  We  find  that  an  organi¬ 
sation  which  represents  these  consumers 
has  standing  to  file  a  complaint. 

With  respect  to  the  allegations  con¬ 
cerning  APCO’s  retail  fud  adjustment 
clause,  we  find  that  this  Commission  is 
without  authority  to  remedy  abuses  re¬ 
lated  to  retail  fuel  adjustment  clauses 
because  this  is  a  matter  subject  to  state 
Jurisdietion.  This  Commissitm  has  Juris¬ 
diction  over  AEP  affiliates’  wholesale  fuel 
adjustment  clauses  and  is  exercising  that 


1  Kimball  Light  and  Water  Company  and 
Elkhom  Public  Service  Company. 


authority  in  the  Investigation  we  herein 
undertake.  Accordingly,  we  shall  not  in¬ 
vestigate  the  operation  of  retail  fuel 
adjustment  clauses  in  this  proceeding. 
With  respect  to  the  allegations  concern¬ 
ing  AEP’s  advertising  pedicles,  practices 
and  expenditures,  we  find  It  appropriate 
to  include  such  a  part  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  herein  instituted,  provided,  however, 
that  the  investigation  into  AEP  advertis¬ 
ing  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  the 
coal  procurement  practices  and  policies 
of  AEP  and  its  afUiateB.* 

APCO  contends  that  the  prices  charged 
for  coal  by  affiliated  companies  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  regulation  of  the  SBC.  The 
Investigation  herein  instituted  is  for  the 
purpose  of  fulfilling  this  Commission’s 
statuteny  obligation  as  expressed  in  Sec¬ 
tions  202.  205,  206,  SOI,  S06,  307  and  309 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  which  are  in  no 
way  repugnant  to  the  exercise  of  any 
authority  which  tiie  SEC  may  choose  to 
assert  under  its  statute. 

APCO’s  answer  however  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  lay  to  rest  the  basic  allegations 
concerning  Its  coal-related  policies,  prac¬ 
tices  and  procedures.  There  are  contra¬ 
dictory  statements  in  the  various  plead¬ 
ings  as  to  cost  of  coal  purchased  from 
nonaffiUated  sources.*  The  question  of 
the  prudence  of  APCX^’s  purchases  can¬ 
not  be  settled  on  the  baste  of  the  plead- 
tnpL  Moreover,  a  review  of  the  complain¬ 
ant’s  pleadings  indicate  that  an  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  entire  AEP  system  as  it 
relates  to  coal  is  required.  APCO  Is  but 
a  single  member  of  a  large  complex  sys¬ 
tem  of  interconnected  (xxnpanles  which 
operate  as  a  sinide  Integrated  operating 
system.  In  order  to  understand  the  oper¬ 
ations  of  any  afUlated  company,  such 
as  APCO.  it  is  obvious  that  the  structure 
of  the  AEP  system  and  the  rdationsbip 
between  the  affiliates  In  the  syston  will 
have  to  be  examined  as  each  relates  to 
coal.  Accordingly,  we  shall  make  AEP 
and  the  operating  companies  within  its 
ssrstem  respondents  in  this  proceeding. 
In  order  that  this  Investigaticm  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  items  heretofore  specified,  we 
shall  confine  the  examination  of  the 
structure  of  and  relationships  in  the  AEP 
system  to  questions  related  to  coal  pur¬ 
chasing,  shifting,  and  production,  the 
wholesale  fuel  adjustment  clauses,  and 
advertising  policies,  practices  and  ex¬ 
penditures  as  they  relate  to  coal  procure¬ 
ment  and  use. 

Acoordlnshr,  an  investigation  shall  be 
instituted  oonoeming  the  following: 

(A)  The  reaaonabl«M8B  and  prudence 
of  AEFs  and  Hs  affiliate’s  coal  purchase 
policies  and  practices  as  wdl  as  all  fac¬ 
tors  influencing  or  affecting  the  deliv¬ 
ered  price  of  coal  including  but  not  lim¬ 
ited  to: 


*  Advsrtlstiig  proctioes  ot  APCO  as  waU  as 
a«ksr  AEP  afliilakBB  vnzelsSad  to  coal  pso- 
ouiement  polldss,  practices  and  aspandttossa 
may  bo  subject  to  raclsw  in  mdlvldiial  lato 
proeeedlngB  InvtdTliig  tbe  afflUatos. 

•  See  APCO  Answer  filed  April  SO.  1070,  aS 
pages  13-18,  McDowell  Response,  filed  May  SO. 
1076,  et  page  B.  APOO  amendment  and 
answer  filed  June  18. 1075. 
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(1)  the  price  paid  for  non-afflliate 
produced  coal 

(2)  the  price  paid  for  affiliate  produced 
coal 

(3)  the  ration  of  prices  paid  fm:  af* 
filiate  produced  coal  to  cost  of  produc- 
ing  the  coal 

(4)  the  contracts  for  coal  which  have 
been  executed  and  the  circumstances  and 
policy  related  to  their  execution 

(5)  the  (xxKlitlons.  poiictes.  and  lurac- 
tices  which  determine  whether  coal  is 

.purchased  on  the  spot  maiiEet,  under 
long  term  contract,  or  from  affiliates 

(6)  the  cixuiltions,  policies,  and  prac¬ 
tices  which  determine  whether  coal  is 
purchased  in  the  Eastern  or  Western 
markets. 

(7)  the  conditions,  p(^cie6  cmd  prac¬ 
tices  which  determine  whether  and  to 
what  degree  coal  is  shifted  frcrni  one  AEP 
affiliate  to  another 

(8)  the  reasonableness  and  prudence 
of  such  shifts  from  one  affiliate  to 
another 

(B)  Ihe  manner  in  which  AEP  and  its 
affiliates  Implement  their  wholesale  fuel 
adjustmoit  clauses. 

'  (C)  The  relationships  betwen  AEP’s 

advertising  expenditures  and  the  sys¬ 
tem’s  policies  and  practices  with  respect 
to  coed. 

In  order  to  expedite  this  investigation 
we  shall  order  a  pre-hearing  conference 
at  which  a  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  set  fiuiher  procedural  dates, 
ealabllsh  procedures  for  expeditious  dis¬ 
covery  of  the  relevant  facts,  and  receive 
the  views  of  the  parties  on  such  other 
matters  as  affect  the  conduct  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  herein  ordered. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Good  cause  exists  to  enter  upon 
an  investigation  of  certain  practices  and 
policies  of  the  AEP  systan. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  RP&L's, 
EAF’s  and  Michigan’s  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  designate 
those  parties  listed  in  Appendix  I  as 
party  respondents. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  Sections  205, 206, 301, 
306,  307,  and  309  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  we  hereby  Institute  and  enter  upon 
an  Investigation  into  the  complaint  of 
the  McDowell  County  Consumer  Council, 
Inc.  The  investigation  herein  ordered 
shall  concern: 

(A)  The  reasonableness  and  prudence 

AEP’s  and  its  affiliate’s  coal  purchase 
peddles  and  practices  as  well  as  all 
factors  Influencing  or  affecting  the  de¬ 
livered  price  of  coal  including  but  not 
limited  to: 

(1)  the  price  paid  for  non-affiliate 
produced  coal 

(2)  the  price  paid  for  affiliate  pro¬ 
duced  coal 

(3)  the  relatloa  of  prices  paid  for 
affiliate  induced  coal  to  cost  od  prodoc- 
Ing  theooal 

(4)  the  amtracts  for  coal  which  have 


been  executed  and  the  circmnstances  and 
policy  rdated  to  their  execution  * 

(5)  the  condlticms,  pcflicies,  and  prac¬ 
tices  which  determine  vhether  coal  is 
purchased  on  the  spot  market,  tmder 
long  term  contract,  or  fnxn  affiliates 

(6)  the  conditions,  policies,  practices 
which  determine  whether  cosd  is  pur¬ 
chased  in  the  Eastern  or  Western  mar¬ 
kets 

(7)  the  conditions,  policies  and  prac¬ 
tices  \^ilch  determine  whether  and  to 
what  degree  coal  is  shifted  from  one  AEP 
affiliate  to  another 

(8)  the  reasonableness  and  prudence 
of  such  shifts  from  one  affiliate  to  an¬ 
other  , 

(B)  The  manner  in  which  AEP  and 
its  affiliates  implement  their  wholesale 
fuel  adjustment  clauses. 

(C)  The  relationships  between  AEP’s 
advertising  expenditiures  and  the  sys¬ 
tem’s  policies  and  practices  with  respect 
to  coal. 

(B)  A  prehearing  conference  shall  be 
held  at  10:00  AJd.,  August  26,  1975,  for 
the  purposes  of  setting  further  proce¬ 
dural  dates,  establishing  procedures  for 
expeditious  discovery  of  the  relevant 
facts,  and  receiving  the  views  of  the  par¬ 
ties  on  the  such  other  matters  as  affect 
the  conduct  of  the  investigation  herein 
ordered. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  pre-hearing 
conference  and  at  the  later  hearings, 
shall  prescribe  relevant  procedural  mat¬ 
ters  not  herein  provided,  and  shall  con¬ 
trol  this  iHPceeding  in  accordance  with 
the  policies  and  limitations  expressed 
in  this  order. 

(D)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  these 
proce^ings  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg- 
ulaticms  of  the  Commission;  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  of  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interests  as 
speciflcally  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
intervene;  and  Provided,  further,  ttiat 
the  adml^on  of  such  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  tihey  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(E)  ’The  parties  listed  in  Appendix  I 
are  hereby  designated  party  respondents. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

^  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


*The  ooel  ooatnets  eubject  to  this  In- 
vestlgstlon  shaU  taduds  sU  oosl  ooutrsets 
wtastlMr  or  not  rsqnlrad  to  be  submitted 
punusnt  to  Ootamlmlaa  Order  No.  M7. 


Appendix  X 
NAME  or  COMPANY 

AmMlcan  Eleotrto  Power  Company,  American 
Eleotrto  Power  Service  Corporation,  Ap¬ 
palachian  Poww  Company,  Genital  Ap¬ 
palachian  Coal  Company,  Cedar  Coed  (Com¬ 
pany.  Central  CocJ  Company,  Central  Op¬ 
erating  Company,  Kanawha  VaUey  Power 
Company,  Southern  Appalachian  Coal 
Compemy,  VITest  Virginia  Power  Company, 
Franklin  Real  Estate  Company,  Indiana 
Franklin  Realty,  Inc.,  Indiana  &  Michigan 
Electric  ConuMtny,  Indiana  &  Michigan 
Power  Company,  Kentucky  Power  Cwn- 
pany,  Klngaport  Power  Compemy,  Ohio 
Power  Company,  Beech  Bottom  Power 
Company,  Inc.,  Southern  Ohio  CofU  Com¬ 
pany,  Cardinal  Operating  Company,  Cen¬ 
tral  Coal  Company,  Central  Operating 
Company,  Central  Ohio  Coal  Oompemy, 
Windsor  Power  House  Coal  Compemy,  Ohio 
Electric  Company,  Ohio  Valley  Electric 
Corporation,  Indiana-Kentucky  Electric 
Corporation,  Twin  Branch  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  Wheeling  Electric  Company,  Mich¬ 
igan  Power  Company,  Mldilgan  Oas  Ex¬ 
ploration  Company,  Michigan  Electric 
Power  Company. 

[FR  Doc.75-20240  FUed  a-l-76;8;46  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CENTRAL  BANCORPORATION,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition 

The  Central  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  a  bcuik  holding  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval,  under  section  4(c) 
(8)  t>f  the  Act  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  T,  to  acquire  all  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Shawnee  Life 
Insurance  Company,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
(“Shawnee”),  a  company  that  will  en¬ 
gage  de  novo  in  the  activity  of  reinsuring 
credit  life  and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  issued  to  borrowers  in  con¬ 
nection  with  extensions  of  consumer 
credit  by  subsidiaries  of  Applicant.  Such 
activity  has  been  determined  by  the 
Board  to  be  closely  related  to  banking 
(12  CF'.R.  S  225.4(a)  (10) ) . 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  Interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit'  comments  and  views  on  the  public 
interest  factors,  has  been  duly  published 
(40  Federal  Register  23544).  The  time 
for  filing  comments  and  views  has  ex¬ 
pired,  and  the  Board  has  considered  all 
comments  received  in  the  light  of  the 
public  interest  factors  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  S  1843 
(c)(8)). 

Applicant,  the  ninth  largest  banking 
organization  in  Ohio,  controls  eight 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $986  million,  representing 
3.4  per  cent  of  the  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  the  State.^ 


lAU  banking  data  ara  as  of  December  31, 
1974,  and  reflect  holding  company  forma¬ 
tion*  and  acqulsltlona  iqiproved  by  the  Board 
through  Jim*  80, 1976. 
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Shawnee  will  engage  de  novo  in  the 
actlrlty  of  acting  as  reinsurer  of  credit 
life  and  credit  accident  and  health  insur- 
ance  directly  related  to  extensions  of 
consumer  credit  by  Applicant’s  present 
and  future  subsidiaries.  Credit  life  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance  is 
generally  made  available  by  banks  and 
other  lenders  and  is  designed  to  assure 
repayment  of  a  loan  in  the  ev«it  of 
death  or  disability  of  the  borrower.  Since 
Applicant  proposes  to  engage  de  novo  in 
this  activity,  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  not  have  any  significant 
adverse  effects  on  existing  or  potential 
competition  in  any  relevant  area. 

Applicant  has  stated  that,  in  the  event 
of  approval  of  its  proposal,  Shawnee 
would  offer  various  types  (rf  credit  insur¬ 
ance  at  rates  bdow  those  permitted  imder 
State  law.  In  particular,  Shawnee  wotild 
offer  credit  life  Instirance  at  a  premixnn 
rate  4  percent  below  the  statutory  max¬ 
imum  and,  if  credit  disability  Insurance 
is  reinsure,  credit  disability  insurance 
at  a  premium  rate  5  percent  below  the 
statutory  maximum.  In  addition,  Shaw¬ 
nee  would  extoid  the  maximum  age  for 
purchasing  credit  life  insurance  to  the 
borrower’s  66th  birthday.  Presently, 
Applicant’s  subsidiaries’  customers  can 
only  purchase  from  Applicant  or  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  credit  life  insurance  prior  to 
their  65th  birthday  and  at  the  statutory 
maximum  rates. 

Hie  Board  regards  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  premium  rate  r^uctions  and 
increase  in  policy  coverage  as  procom- 
petitive  and  in  the  public  Interest  and 
expects  that  such  rate  reductions  and 
increase  in  policy  coverage  will  be 
instituted  Immediately  upon  Shawnee’s 
commencement  of  credit  Insurance 
underwriting. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record, 
the  Board  has  determined,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  4(c)  (8), 
that  consummation  of  this  proposal  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  produce  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  public  that  outweigh  possible 
adverse  effects.  Accordingly,  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  hereby  approved.  This  determina¬ 
tion  is  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  sectlcm  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  T  and 
to  the  Board’s  authority  to  require  such 
modification  or  termination  of  the  ac¬ 
tivities  of  a  holding  company  or  any  of 
its  subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the 
Board’s  regulations  and  orders  issued 
thereunder,  or  to  prevent  evasion 
thereof. 

The  transaction  shall  be  made  not 
later  than  three  months  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  pe¬ 
riod  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Cleveland,  pursuant  to  authority  here¬ 
by  delegated. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  July  25.  1975. 

[seal]  Thbodou  E.  Auuoh, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[FR  Doc.75-20179  FUed  8-l-76;8:4S  un] 


FEDERATED  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Proposal  To  Engage  in  Underwriting  of 
Credit-Related  Insurance 

Federated  Capital  Corporation,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas,  has  implied,  pursuant  to 
S  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  1225.4 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for 
permission  to  engage  in  the  activititt  of 
underwriting,  as  a  Texas  insurer,  credit 
life  and  credit  accident  and  health  insur¬ 
ance  for.  Applicant’s  banking  system 
through  Financial  Protection  Insurance 
Company  of  Texas,  Houston.  Texas,  a 
proposed  new  cmnpany.  Notices  of  the 
application  were  published  between 
June  19  and  June  26.  1975,  inclusive,  in 
newspapers  of  general  circulation  in  the 
following  locations:  Austin,  Houston.  San 
Antonio.  Corpus  Lhrlsti,  and  New  Braun¬ 
fels.  Texas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  those  activities 
at  the  aforementioned  locations  in  Texas. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  S  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
jDermlsslble  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  i  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  efficien¬ 
cy.  that  outweigh  po^ble  adverse  effects, 
such  as  imdue  concentration  of  re- 
soiirces,  decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  Interests,  or  unsoxmd  bank¬ 
ing  practices.’’  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
on  this  question  should  be  accompanied 
byn  statement  sxunmarizing  the  evidence 
the  person  requesting  the  hearing  pro¬ 
poses  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons  why 
this  matter  should  not  be  resolved  with¬ 
out  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
August  27,  1975. 


*  Voting  for  this  sctlon:  Governors  Hol¬ 
land.  WalUoh,  ColdweU  and  Jackson.  Absent 
and  not  voting:  Chairman  Bums  and  Gov¬ 
ernors  Mitchell  and  Bucher. 


Bocud  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  intern,  July  25,  1975. 

[SBALl  Orutzxh  It.  Gabwooo, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FB  Doc.75-20tM  FUed  8-1-75:8:48  am] 

NORTHWECT  BANCORPORATION 
Order  for  Hearing 

On  March  21.  1975,  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  oi  the  Federid  Reserve  System 
ordered  a  hearing,  pursuant  to  a  decision 
by  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Eighth  Circuit,  on  the  iq^tfllcatlon  of 
Northwest  Bancorporation  to  acquire 
T.  G.  Evansen  and  Associates,  a  corpo¬ 
ration  which  provides  financial  and  in¬ 
vestment  advice  to  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments.  Pursuant  to  that  Board  Order 
(40  FR  14376),  Philip  J.  LaMacchia. 
former  Administrative  Law  Judge,  now 
retired,  has  been  appointed  as  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer  to  conduct  the  hearing  in 
accordance  adth  the  Board’s  Rules  of 
Practice  for  Formal  Hearings  (12  CFR 
Part  263) . 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  10:00 
am.  on  September  16.  1975,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Ifinneapolis,  and 
It  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

By  Order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
acting  pursuant  to  delegated  authority 
from  the  Board  of  GovemtHrs,  effective 
July  24, 1975. 

[SEAL]  Theodors  E.  Allisoh, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  DOC.75-M181  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


SOUTHERN  iUINOIS  BANCORPORATION, 
INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Southern  Illinois  Bancorporation, 
Highland,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  amuroval  under  f  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  95  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Farmers  and  Merchants  Bank  of  Hich- 
land.  Highland,  Illinois.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  in  i  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
n.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Southern  IlUnois  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Highland.  Illinois  has  also  applied,  pur¬ 
suant  to  9  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and 
f  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y,  for  permission  to  act  as  broker  for  in¬ 
surance  directly  related  to  extensions  of 
credit  by  its  proposed  subsidiary  bank. 
Notice  of  the  application  was  published 
on  June  25.  19TO  in  Highland  News 
Leader,  a  newspaper  circulated  in  High¬ 
land,  Illinois. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  lnsm*ance  activ- 
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ities  as  broker  for  limirance  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  extension  of  credit  by  a  bank, 
such  as  credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  Insurance.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  T  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  in^vldiuil  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
S  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  ben^ts  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience.  In¬ 
creased  (xxnpetitlon,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effecte,  such  as  undue  (xmcentratlon  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  Interests,  or  imsoimd 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac- 
ccxnpanied  by  a  statement  siunmarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  ^clt 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  offices  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  In  writing  and  re- 
OEdved  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washlngtcm,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
August  29,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  28, 1975. 

[seal]  GairriTH  L.  Gakwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.75-20183  FUed  8-l-76;8;45  am] 


TEXARKANA  NATIONAL  BANCSHARES, 
INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Co. 

Texarkana  National  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Texarkana,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  aimroval  under  §  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
ciunpany  through  acquisition  of  100  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares,  less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares,  of  *1710  Texarkana  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  and  Twin  City  Bank, 
Texarkana,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  In  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  In  S  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  insp>ected  at 
the  ofi^e  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas.  Any 
person  wishing  to  comment  on  the  appli¬ 
cation  should  submit  views  in  writing  to 
the  Secretary,  Board  of  (Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551  to  be  received  not  later  than 
August  18, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  July  28, 1975. 

[seal]  GRimTH  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

{FR  Doc.75-20188  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

EXECUTIVE  BRANCH  POSITION  ON  COM¬ 
MISSION  ON  GOVERNMENT  PROCURE¬ 
MENT 

Recommendations  D-16  and  0-17 
Recommendation  D-16  Is  to — “Assign 
responsibility  for  consistent  and  equita¬ 
ble  implementation  of  legislative  policy 
concerning  food  acquisition  to  the  Office 
of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  or  to  an 
ag^cy  designated  by  the  President.” 

Recommendation  D-17  Is  to— ’’Estab¬ 
lish  by  legislation  a  central  coordinator 
to  identify  and  assign  individual  agency 
responsibilities  for  management  of  the 
Federal  food  quality  assurance  program.” 

The  enactment  of  the  Office  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Procmement  Policy  Act  (Public 
Law  93-400)  resulted  in  the  acc^tance 
by  the  executive  branch  of  Recommen¬ 
dations  D-16  and  D-17.  The  Act  has  the 
effect  of  vesting  in  the  Administrator 
for  Federal  Procurement  Policy  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  food  acquisition  policy 
and  the  authority  to  assign  indl^dual 
agency  reqx>nsibilities  for  management 
of  the  Federal  food  quality  assurance 
program.  Consequently,  Reconunenda- 
tions  D-16  and  D-17  were  implemented 
when  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy  was  activated  on  December  31, 

1974. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  29T 

1975. 

William  W.  Thybont, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  Federal  Management  Policy. 
[FR  Doc.75-20141  Filed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON 
ARCHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING 
SERVICES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  I^llc  Advisory  Panel  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services,  Re¬ 
gion  7,  August  18,  1975,  frcrni  9:30  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m..  Room  12A01,  Fritz  G.  Lan- 
ham  Federal  Building,  819  Taylor  Street, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas.  The  meeting  will  be 
concerned  with  the  review  of  the  con¬ 
ceptual  design  for  the  Border  Patrol 
Sector  Headquarters,  Marfa,  Texas. 
Frank  and  c^n  critical  analysis  of  the 
pr(HX>sed  de^gn  is  essential  to  insure 
that  the  design  iqiproach  produces  the 
best  possible  design  solution.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  pursuant  to  a  determination  that 
it  will  be  concerned  with  a  matter  listed 
in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5)  the  meeting  will 
not  be  opoi  to  the  public. 

James  D.  Llewellyn, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
[FR  Doe.75-30140  FUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[AA1921-148] 

VINYL  CLAD  FENCE  FABRIC  FROM 
CANADA 

Investigation  and  Hearing 
Having  received  advice  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  on  July  24, 
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1975,  that  vinyl  (dad  fence  fabric  from 
Canada,  other  than  that  produced  and 
sold  by  G^eral  Wire  and  (Table  Co.,  Ltd., 
is  bei^,  or  is  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value,  the  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission  on  July 
29,  1975,  instituted  investigation  No. 
AA1921-148  under  section  201  (a)  of  the 
Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160(a) ) ,  to  determine  whet^r  an 
Industry  in  the  United  States  is  being 
or  is  likely  to  be  Injured,  or  is  prevented 
fr(Hn  being  established,  by  reason  of  the 
importation  of  such  merchandise  into 
the  United  States. 

Hearing.  A  public  hearing  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  investigation  will  be  held  in 
‘the  Commission’s  Hearing  Itoom,  UB. 
International  Trade  Commission  Build¬ 
ing,  8th  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20436,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m. 
EDT,  on  Tuesday,  September  9, 1975.  All 
parties  will  be  givm  an  (vportunlty  to  be 
present,  to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be 
heard  at  such  hearing.  Requests  to  tq>- 
Fiear  at  the  public  hearing  ^ould  be  re¬ 
ceived  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  writing,  at  its  office  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  not  later  than  noon  FYiday, 
September  5,  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  30,  1975. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20244  Filed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

WORKSHOP  ON  INCREASING  EFFICIENCY 

AND  EFFECTIVENESS  IN  ELECTRICAL 

POWER  GENERATION 

Open  Meeting 

The  National  Science  Foundation  is 
convening  a  Workshop  on  Increasing  Ef¬ 
ficiency  and  Effectiveness  in  Electrical 
Power  Generation  on  August  21  and  22, 
1975,  in  the  Main  Conference  Center,  the 
MITRE  Corporation,  Westgate  Research 
Park,  McLetui,  Virginia.  Both  sessions 
will  begin  at  9:00  am.  and  the  Workshop 
will  adjourn  at  4:00  pm.  on  August  22. 
The  purpose  of  the  Workshc^  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  fonun  for  discussion  of  tiectrical 
power  generation  efficiency  and  effec¬ 
tiveness.  While  this  ad  h(x;  informal  ses¬ 
sion  is  not  considered  to  be  a  meeting 
of  an  “advisory  committee”  as  that  term 
is  defined  in  Section  3  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act  (PJj.  92-463) ,  this 
Workshop  is  believed  to  be  of  sufficient 
importance  and  interest  to  the  g«ieral 
public  to  be  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  a  meeting  open  for  public 
attendance  and  participation.  ’The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as  follows: 

August  21 

Introduction  and  Overview 

Technical  Factors  in  Reducing  ’Time 
and  Cost  of  Ccmstruction 

(a)  Construction  Factors 

(b)  Economies  of  Scale  vs.  Mass  Pro¬ 
duction 

August  22 

Increasing  Load  Factors.  Availability 
and  Rellabill^ 

4,  1975 


H 
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Future  Electrical  Systems  and  Peak 
Loading 

Summary 

The  Workshop  will  be  chaired  by  Mr. 
David  Cop^  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration.  and  Is  open  to  the  public.  In- 
dlvlduaJs  who  wish  to  attend  should  In¬ 
form  Or.  Hans  L.  Hamester,  Energy  Pol¬ 
icy  Analyst.  Office  of  Energy  R&D  Policy, 
Rm.  537,  National  Science  Foundation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20550  telephone  202/ 
632-7804,  prior  to  the  Workshop.  Dr. 
Hamester  should  be  contacted  for  fur¬ 
ther  information  concerning  the  Work¬ 
shop  or  for  sununary  proceedings. 

Hams  L.  Hamestcr, 
Energy  Policy  Analyst. 

Office  of  Energy  R&D  Policy. 

July  30, 1975. 

IFB  Doc.75-a0169  FUed  &-l-75;8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

STUDY  OF  FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  TO 
INTERVENORS 

Availability  of  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  received  a 
report  from  the  consultsmts  retained  to 
study  the  question  of  providing  flnanbclal 
assistance  to  intervenors  in  NRC  licens¬ 
ing  cases  and  other  proceedings. 

In  November  1974,  the  former  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (AEC)  decided  that 
requests  for  financial  assistance  to  Inter¬ 
venors  in  several  proceedings  then  pend¬ 
ing  before  It  raised  several  broadly  ap¬ 
plicable  questions  which  shoxild  be  ex¬ 
plored  in  a  public  rulemaking  proceeding. 
Subsequently,  competitive  proposals  were 
solicited  by  the  AEC.  In  keeping  with  this 
soUcltatian.  and  after  the  establishment 
of  the  Nudear  Regulatory  Commission 
(NRC),  the  firm  of  Boasberg,  Hewes, 
Klores  and  Kass  was  selected  to  perform 
an  independent  study  of  Uie  matt^  to 
provide  information  for  the  rulemaking 
proceeding.  The  report  by  the  Boasberg 
firm  should  serve  to  provide  data  and 
background  t<x  focusi^  the  issues  to  be 
considered  during  the  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

The  study  was  commissioned  to  address 
such  questions  as: 

1.  What  are  the  considerations  inifavor 
of  and  against  such  financial  assistance? 

2.  What  is  the  financial  assistance  ex¬ 
perience  of  other  Federal  and  state 
agencies? 

3.  If  the  NRC  decideS'to  implement  a 
policy  of  financial  assistance: 

a.  What  kinds  of  expenses  should  qual¬ 
ify  for  Commission  assistance — ocperts' 
fees,  attorneys'  fees,  other  expenses? 

b.  Should  assistance  be  granted  be¬ 
fore  or  after  an  intervenor’s  presenta¬ 
tion? 

c.  What  criteria  should  govern  grants 
for  assistance? 

d.  Should  assistance  be  granted  to 
nuxe  than  one  intervenor  in  a  particular 
proceeding? 

e.  Given  limited  availability  of  funds, 
what  should  be  the  maximum  amounts 
of  assistance? 


f.  Given  limited  availability  of  funds, 
how  should  they  be  allocated? 

g.  What  kinds  of  proceedings  should 
be  covered — ^licensing,  rulemaking,  other 
proceedings? 

4.  Are  there  preferable  alternatives  to 
financisd  assistance  to  intervenors,  such 
as  establishment  of  an  agency  Office  of 
Public  CounseL  or  provision  for  other 
forms  of  NRC  assistance? 

The  commission  expects  to  announce, 
in  a  separate  Federal  Register  notice, 
the  scheduling  and  procedures  which 
will  a]K>ly  to  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
which  will  consider  the  matter  of  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  to  intervenors.  Issuance 
of  the  report  and  the  fact  of  the  pro¬ 
jected  rulemaking  proceeding  should  not 
be  taken  as  an  expression  of  CTmnmlssion 
viewpoints  on  any  of  the  Issues  involved. 
The  Commission’s  decision  on  the  Issues 
will  come  only  after  review  of  the  rule- 
nu^dng  record.  Notice  of  the  availability 
of  the  (xmsultant’s  report  is  being  issued 
at  this  time  in  order  to  afford  interested 
persons  the  oiHX)rtunity  to  study  the  re¬ 
port  and  formulate  comments  tor  later 
submission  and  consideration  in  the  rule- 
making  proceeding. 

The  sUidy  is  available  for  inspection  by 
the  public  in  the  Commission’s  PubUc 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W. 
Single  copies  of  the  study  may  ob¬ 
tained.  to  the  extent  of  supply,  by  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20655. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  ttris  29th 
day  of  July  1975. 

Samuel  J.  Chelk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

JFR  Doc.75-2016a  PUed  8-1-75:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  60-640] 
WESTINGHOUSE  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Application  for  and  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  Considaration  of  Issuance 
of  Facility  Export  License 

Please  take  notice  that  Westinghouse 
Electric  Corporation  submitted  to  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  an  ap- 
pUcatkm  for  a  license  to  authorize  the 
export  of  a  pressurized  water  reactor 
with  a  thermal  power  level  of  1876  mega¬ 
watts  to  Tugoslovla  and  that  the  Issu¬ 
ance  of  such  license  Is  under  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

No  license  authorizing  the  proposed 
reactor  export  will  be  Issued  until  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  such  export  is  within  Uie 
scope  of  and  consistent  with  the  terms 
of  an  iq>pUcable  agreement  for  coopera¬ 
tion  arranged  pursuant  to  Section  123  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
sunended  (Act),  nm:  unUl  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  found  that: 

(a)  The  iqipUcatioii  compiles  with  the 
requtrements  of  the  Act,  and  the  Ccan- 
mlssion’s  regulations  set  forth  in  10  CFR 
Chiq)ter  1.  and 

<b)  The  reactor  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  Is  a  utlllzatloii  facility  as  defined 
in  said  Act  and  regulations. 

In  its  review  of  aiH>llcations  solely  to 
authorize  the  export  of  production  or 


uUlization  facilities,  the  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  does  not  evaluate 
the  health  and  safety  characteristics  of 
the  facility  to  be  exported. 

Unless  on  or  before  August  19,  1975, 
a  request  for  a  hearing  is  filed  with  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  by  the 
sq>plicant,  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  by  any  person  whose  in¬ 
terest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceeding, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Ma¬ 
terial  Safety  and  Safegxiards  may,  upon 
the  determinations  and  findings  noted 
above,  cause  to  be  issued  to  Westing¬ 
house  Electric  Corporation  a  facility  ex¬ 
port  license  and  may  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  a  notice 
of  issuance  of  the  license.  If  a  request 
for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  notice,  the  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  will  issue  a  notice  of 
hearffig  or  an  appropriate  order. 

A  copy  of  the  apjdlcation  is  on  file 
in  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  located  at  1717 
H  Street,  N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  16th 
day  of  Jidy,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

G.  Watme  Kerr, 

Chief,  Agreements  and  Exports 
Brapch,  Division  of  Materials 
and  Fuel  Cycle  Facility  Ll- 
censing. 

[PR  Doe.76-a01«l  nied  8-l-76;8r45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS;  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
STANDARDIZED  NUCLEAR  UNIT 
POWER  PLANT  SYSTEM 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  UB.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
ACRS  Subcommittee  on  StandardiBed 
Nuclear  Unit  Power  System  (SNUPPS) 
will  h(dd  a  meeting  cm  August  19, 1975  in 
Room  1046  at  1717  H  Street  NW..  Wash., 
D.C.  20555.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting 
la  to  review  the  api^catioos  by  the  Kan¬ 
sas  City  Power  and  light  Company,  Kan¬ 
sas  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Northern 
States  Power  Company,  Rochester  Gas 
and  Electric  Company,  and  tte  Utaion 
Electric  Company  for  permits  to  oon- 
struct  the  standardlaed  portion  of  the 
SNUPP  System.  Slte-speetlle  issues  will 
be  discussed  at  separate  future  meetings 
with  tauttvldual  applicants. 

The  agenda  tor  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  toUows: 

Tuesday.  Angust  19,  137S.  9:00  a.m. 
tmtU  the  contlnsion  of  business. 

The  Subcmnmittee  win  hear  presenta- 
tloas  by  representatives  of  the  Andi- 
cants  and  by  the  NRC  Staff  and  wiU  hold 
diseusslans  with  these  groups  pertinent 
to  the  common  aspects  of  the  SNUPPS 
design. 

in  connection  with  the  atwve  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  win  bold  Execu¬ 
tive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  pubUc,  at 
8:30  ajn.  and  at  the  end  of  the  diqr  to 
cmisider  matters  relating  to  the  above 
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application.  These  sessions  will  involve  an 
exchange  of  opinions  and  discussicm  of 
preliminary  views  and  reccmimendations 
of  Subcommittee  Members  and  internal 
deliberations  for  the  purpose  of  formu¬ 
lating  reconunendations  to  the  ACRS. 

In  suldition  to  the  Executive  Sessions, 
the  Subccunmlttee  may  hold  closed  ses¬ 
sions  with  representatives  of  the  NBC 
Staff  and  Applicants  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  privileged  information  con¬ 
cerning  plant  phjrsical  security  and  other 
matters  related  to  plant  design,  construc¬ 
tion,  and  operation,  if  necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d>  of  Public  Law  92-^63, 
that  the  above-noted  Executive  Sessions 
will  consist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions 
and  formulation  of  recommendations, 
the  discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would 
fall  within  exemption  (5)  of  5  n.S.C. 
552(b)  and  that  a  closed  session  may  be 
held,  if  necessary,  to  discuss  certain  doc¬ 
uments  and  information  which  are  privi¬ 
leged  and  fall  within  exemption  (4)  of 
5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Further,  any  non-ex- 
«npt  material  that  will  be  discussed  dur¬ 
ing  the  above  closed  sessions  will  be  In¬ 
extricably  Intertwined  with  exempt  ma¬ 
terial,  and  no  further  separation  of  this 
material  is  considered  practical.  It  is  es¬ 
sential  to  close  such  portions  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  interchange  of  in¬ 
ternal  views,  to  avoid  imdue  interference 
with  ag^cy  or  Subcommittee  operation, 
and  to  avoid  public  disclosure  of  proprie¬ 
tary  Information. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that,  in  his  Judgment,  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  In¬ 
complete  oi>en  session  frcxn  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  (^n  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  retirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agmda  it^ns 
may  do  so  by  mailing  a  readily  repro¬ 
ducible  copy  (hereof,  postmarked  no  later 
than  August  12,  1975,  to  the  Executive 
Secretary,  ACRS.  NBC,  1717  H  St.  NW., 
Wash.,  D.C.  20555.  Background  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  items  to  be  discussed 
at  the  meeting  can  be  found  in  the  Pre¬ 
liminary  Safety  Analysis  Reports  for 
these  projects  and  related  documents  on 
file  and  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  NBC  PuMic  Dociunent  Room,  1717  H 
St.  NW..  Wa^..  D.C.  20555,  and  at  the 
min  Library  (rf  Washington  University, 
Skinker  and  Lindell  Boulevards.  St. 
Louis,  MO  63130,  the  Pulton  (Tity  Library, 
V  709  Maiicet  St.,  Pulton,  MO  65251,  the 
Oswego  City  library.  120  East  Second 
St..  Oswego.  NT  13126,  the  University 
of  Wlscimsin  Stout  Library,  Menomo- 
nie,  WI  54751,  and  the  Coffey  County 
Courthouse.  Burlington,  KS  66839.  Com¬ 
ments  ,wfaich  fail  to  meet  the  specified 
mailing  date  noted  ihove  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  the  extent  practicable. 


NOTICES 

(b)  Persons  submitting  a  written  state¬ 
ment  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (a) 
above  may  request  an  opportimity  to 
make  oral  statements  concerning  the 
written  statement.  Such  requests  shall 
accompany  the  written  statement  so 
that  appropriate  arrangements  can  be 
made.  To  t^  extent  that  the  time  avail¬ 
able  for  the  meeting  permits,  the  Sub¬ 
committee  will  receive  oral  statements  at 
an  appropriate  time,  chosen  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
Jx>pics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted,  can  be  obtained 
by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on  August  18, 
1975  to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Committee  (telephone  202/ 
634-1920,  ATTN:  Mr.  John  C.  McKinley) 
between  8:15  am.  and  5:00  p.m..  Eastern 
Daylight  Time. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propoimded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcommittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(e) .  Seating  for  the  public  will  be 
available  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

(f)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  In¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not, 
however,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting 
is  in  session. 

(g)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  por¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  where  proprietary 
tnformati<m,  other  than  plant  security 
informsktion,  is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so 
by  providing  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 
ACRS,  NRC,  1717  H  Street,  N.W..  Wash., 
D.C.  20555,  seven  days  prior  to  the  meet¬ 
ing,  a  copy  of  an  executed  agrennent 
with  the  owner  of  the  proprietary  infor¬ 
mation  to  safeguard  this  material. 

(h)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  August  25. 
1975  at  the  NRC  Public  Dociunent  Room, 
1717  H  St.  NW„  Wash.,  D.C.  20555, 

at  the  Olin  Library  of  Washington  Uni¬ 
versity,  Skinker  and  Lindell  Boulevards, 
St.  Louis,  MO  63130,  the  Fulton  City 
Library,  709  Market  St.,  Fulton,  MO 
65251,  the  Oswego  City  Library.  120  East 
Second  St.,  Oswego,  NY  13126,  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Wisconsin  Stout  Library, 
MeniHnonie,  WI  54751,  and  the  Coffey 
County  Courthouse.  Burlington.  KS 
66839.  Copies  of  the  transcript  may  be 
reproduced  in  the  Public  Document 
Room  or  may  be  obtained  from  Ace  Fed¬ 
eral  Reporters.  Inc.,  415  Second  St.  NE., 
Wash.,  D.C.  20002  (telei^one  202/547- 
6222)  upon  pasrment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

(i)  On  request,  copies  of  the  minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspectlcm  at  the  NRC  Public  Docummt 
Room.  1717  H  St.,  NW.,  Wash.,  D.C. 
20555,  after  NovembM*  19.  1975.  Copies 


may  be  obtained  upon  payment  of  ap¬ 
propriate  charges. 

Dated:  July  31,  1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FB  Doc.76-20367  Piled  8-1-75:9:09  am) 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

COMMISSION  ON  FEDERAL 
PAPERWORK 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  No.  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  held 
by  the  Commission  on  Federal  Paper¬ 
work  on  July  29,  1975,  in  Room  S-407, 
The  Capitol,  which  commenced  at  1:00 
p.m.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  was  to 
complete  ^e  organizational  and  adminis¬ 
trative  discussicms  that  were  held  dur¬ 
ing  the  Commission’s  initial  meeting  of 
July  23,  1975  (40  P.R.  141). 

Waiver  of  the  15  day  public  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  was  approved  for 
this  meeting  by  the  Director.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget.  T^  waiver 
was  required  in  order  to  expediously 
complete  the  unfinished  business  of  the 
Commission’s  initial  meeting.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  necessity  for  a  waiver 
shall  not  reoccur. 

Further  Information  regarding  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Organization  and  Special  Studies  Divi¬ 
sion.  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Room  10236.  New  Executive  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20503,  telephone 
(202)  395-4868. 

Velica  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

[PR  DOC.-76-20172  Piled  8-l-76;8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1161] 
CONNECTICUT 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Litchfield  and  adjacent  counties  with¬ 
in  the  State  of  Connecticut  constitute  a 
disaster  area  because  of  damage  result¬ 
ing  f;x>m  heavy  rains  and  fiooding  which 
occurred  on  July  11-15, 1975.  Eligible  per¬ 
sons.  firms  and  organizaticms  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  on  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1975  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  April  24, 
1976  at: 

Hmaii  Business  Administration,  District 

Office,  460  Main  Street,  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut  06103. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  July  24,  1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.76-20188  FUed  8-l-75;8:46  am] 
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(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1182] 

IOWA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Jasper,  Story,  and  adjacent  coun¬ 
ties  within  the  State  of  Iowa  constitute 
a  disaster  area  because  of  damage  i^ult- 
ing  from  flooding  on  June  8  througH 
Jime  27, 1975.  Eligible  persons.  Arms  and 
organizations  may  flle  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  imtil  the  close 
of  business  on  September  22,  1975  and 
for  economic  injiuy  imtil  the  close  of 
business  on  April  24, 1976  at: 

SmaU  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  July  24, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.76-2018e  PUed  a-l-75;«:46  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1164] 

MARYLAND 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Montgomery  and  adjacoit  counties 
within  the  State  of  Maryland  constitute 
a  disaster  area  because  of  damage  result¬ 
ing  from  flooding  on  or  about  July  15, 
1975.  Eligible  persons.  Arms  and  orga- 
nizatlcms  may  flle  allocations  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  S^t^ber  26,  1975  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  April  28, 1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  1030  16th  Street,  Suite  250,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20416. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Date:  July  28, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-20190  Filed  8-1-76:8:46  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1163] 
NEW  JERSEY 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  declara¬ 
tion,  I  And  that  Bergen,  Burlington, 
CumberUmd,  Elssex,  Mercer,  Middlesex, 
Morris,  Passaic,  Salem,  Somerset,  Sussex, 
Union  and  adjacent  counties  within  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  constitute  a  disaster 
area  because  of  damage  resulting  from 
heavy  rains,  high  winds,  hail  and  flooding 
beginning  about  July  13,  1975.  Eligible 
persons.  Arms  and  organi^tions  may  flle 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  Septraiber 
22,  1975,  And  for  economic  injury  until 
the  close  of  business  April  23, 1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  Dlstiiet  Of¬ 
fice,  970  Broad  Street,  Boom  1636,  Newark, 
New  Jersey  07102. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  July  28,  1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
AdministnUor. 
[FR  Doc.76-a0191  Filed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #11661; 

Arndt.  1] 

NORTH  DAKOTA 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

In  addition  to  previously  declared 
counties  (40  FR  31052),  Orand  Forks, 
Hettinger,  Panbina.  Walsh,  and  adja¬ 
cent  counties  within  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  constitute  a  disaster  area  be¬ 
cause  of  damage  resulting  from  severe 
storms  and  flooding  beginning  about 
June  27, 1975.  Eligible  persons.  Arms  and 
organizations  may  flle  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  until  the  close 
of  business  on  September  19,  1975,  and 
for  economic  injury  imtil  the  close  of 
business  on  April  21, 1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  Federal  CMBce  Building,  Boom  218, 
663  Second  Avenue  North,  Ptego,  North 
Dakoto  68102. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

The  last  sentence  of  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area  #1156  is  also  hereby 
revised  to  read  as  follows:  “Eligible  per¬ 
sons,  Aims  and  organizations  may  flle 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  on  Sep¬ 
tember  19, 1975  . . .” 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

ThomasS.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-20192  FUed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


[License  No.  06/06-0161] 

PERMIAN  BASIN  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Rling  of  Application  for  Approval  of  Con¬ 
flict  of  Interest  Transaction  Between 
Associates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Permian 
Basin  Capital  Corporation  (Permian), 
303  West  Wall  Avenue.  Midland,  Texas 
79701,  a  Federal  Licensee  unda:  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (Act) ,  has  flled  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  107.1004  of  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  governing  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  companies  (13  (7FR  107.1004 
(1975)),  for  approval  of  a  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  triansactiim. 

It  is  proposed  that  Permian  provide 
$45,000  in  flnancing  to  Mr.  Sam  Radda- 
binko  to  purchase  eQulpment  and  inven¬ 
tory  from  Western  United  Equipment 
Company  (Western),  500  West  Indus¬ 
trial.  Midland,  Texas  for  the  purpose  of 
star^g  his  own  business. 

Western  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  FNB  Develc^ment  Corporation  (FNB) , 
a  publicly  held  corporation.  The  presi¬ 
dent,  secretary-treasurer  and  two  direc¬ 
tors  of  Permian  also  serve  FNB  in  the 
same  capacity.  There  are  no  common 
shareholders  of  Permian  and  FNB.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  S  107.3(f)  of 
the  SBA  Rules  and  Regulations,  FNB  la 
considered  to  be  an  Associate  of  Permian. 
As  such,  the  transaction  falls  within  the 
purview  of  i  107.1004(b)  (5)  ot  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  and  will  require  the  prior  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SBA). 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 


terested  person  may.  not  later  than 
flfteeti  days  from  the  date  ot  the  pub¬ 
lication  oi  this  notice  submit  to  SBA, 
in  writing,  relevant  comments  on  the 
proposed  transaction.  Any  such  com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to:  As¬ 
sociate  Administrator  for  Finance  and 
Investment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion.  1441  “L”  Street,  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.  20416. 

A  (xvy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
by  Permian  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
clrculatkm  in  Midland.  Texas. 

Dated:  July  25. 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.75-20187  Filed  8-1-76:8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON 
EDUCATIONAL  ALLOWANCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules.  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  that  on  August  15,  1975,  at 
9:00  ajn.,  the  Montgomery,  Alabama 
Station  Committee  on  Eklucational  Al¬ 
lowances  shall  at  474  South  Court  Street, 
Montgomery.  Alabama  conduct  a  hearing 
to  determine  whether  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  beneflts  to  aU  eligible  persons 
enrolled  in  Blackwell  Air  Service,  Inc., 
Ozark.  Alabama  should  be  discontinued, 
as  provided  in  38  CFJt.  21.4134,  because 
a  requirement  of  law  is  not  bcdng  met  or 
a  provision  of  the  law  has  been  violated. 
All  interested  persons  shall  be  permitted 
to  attend,  appear  before,  or  flle  state- 
mmts  with  the  committee  at  that  time 
and  place. 

Dated:  July  28. 1975. 

Wiley  H.  Parxman, 

Director,  . 

VA  Regional  Office. 

[FR  Doc.75-20193  FUed  8-1-76:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  822] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  30.  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing.  pos^Hine- 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospect^e  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hemings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Ccmimlsslon.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notlfled 
of  cancellation  or  pos^nements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  124211  Sub  262,  HUt  Ttuck  Une.  Znc.. 
now  being  aadgned  September  18.  1976 
(2  deye).  at  Omaha,  Nebr^  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 
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MC  61592  Sub  339,  JenklnB  Truck  Lino,  Xnc„ 
now  being  assigned  October  39,  19TS  (1 
day),  at  Chicago,  minots;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  lat». 

MC  106674  Sub  148,  SchUU  Motor  Lines, 
Inc^  now  being  assigned  Octobm  SO,  1976 
(2  days),  at  Chicago,  Illinois;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  118866  Sub  806,  International  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  Norember 
3,  1976  (2  days),  at  Chicago,  Illinois;  In 
a  hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

FF-347  Sub  1,  Sal,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
November  6.  1976  (3  days),  at  Chicago, 
Illinois;  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  140724,  Burning  Bar  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  October  29,  1976  (1  day),  at 
Chicago,  Bl.;  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  96876  Sub  160,  Anderson  Trucking  Serv¬ 
ice.  Inc.,  and  MC  123407  Sub  222,  Sawyer 
TraniQ>ort,  Inc.,  now  being  assi^ed  for 
continued  hearing  on  October  30,  1975  (2 
days),  at  Chicago,  Ill.;  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F-12264.  Ma^eld  Transfer  &  Storage 
Co,  Inc. — Purchase  (portion) — Fred  Olson 
Motor  Service  Company,  cmd  MC  110683 
Sub  101,  teilth’s  Transfer  Corporation, 
now  belJ^  assigned  November  3,  1976  (1 
week),  at  Chicago,  HI.;  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  103993  Sub  860,  Morgan  Drlve-Away,  Inc., 
Application  dismissed. 

MC  8842  Sub  4,  Dawson  Bus  Service,  Inc, 
now  being  sained  November  3,  1976  (1 
week),  at  Dover,  Delaware;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  78643  Sub  61.  Hart  Motor  Eiq>ress.  Inc, 
now  assigned  August  4,  1975,  at  Bismarck, 
Ncwth  Dakota,  has  been  postponed  In- 
dMlnltely. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-20255  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Exemption  No. 
95,  Arndt.  2] 

BESSEMER  AND  LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD 
CO.  AND  NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  furtlier  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  Na  95  issued  February  5. 1975. 

It  it  ordered.  That,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Ex- 
empticm  No.  95  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  In  Ex  Parte  No. 
241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to 
expire  October  31. 1975. 

Tbls  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  SI.  1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C,  July  28, 
1975. 

INTESSTATE  COMMERCE 

Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Affent. 

[FR  Doc.75-20258  FUed  8-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19.  Kx  Parte  NO.  241,  Exemption  No. 
70.  Amdt.  •) 

ERIE  LACKAWANNA  RAILWAY  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Pravisloa  of  Mandatory 
Cv  Service  Rules 

To:  Bile  T.tti.va»ra«na  RaBway  Com- 
pMur.  TtuNBaa  F.  Patton  and  Ralph  8. 
Tyler,  Jr..  TYnetee. 


Norfolk  and  Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. 

Upon  furthtt  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  70  lasned  May  6, 1974. 

It  it  ordered,,  Ihat.  under  authority 
vested  In  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Ex¬ 
emption  No.  70  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241  be,  and  It  is  hereby,  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  October  St,  1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  31, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jiily  28, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-20259  FUed  8-l-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  47] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  4, 1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
Section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CPRPart  1132: 

No.  MC-PC-76012.  By  application  filed 
July  28,  1975,  OVID  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  Box  A,  Interlaken,  NY  14847,  seeks 
authority  to  temporarily  lease  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  LEWIS  G. 
JOHNSON.  INC.  (Donald  M.  Sunshine, 
Trustee  in  Bankruptcy) ,  1230  Sixth  Ave¬ 
nue,  c/o  Donald  M.  Sunshine,  Trustee, 
New  York,  NY  10020,  under  section  210a 
(b).  The  transfer  to  OVID  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
LEWIS  G.  JOHNSON,  INC.  (Donald  M. 
Sunshine,  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy) ,  is 
presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-30256  Filed  8-1-75:8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  48] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  4. 1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
Section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-PC-78015.  By  application  filed 
July  29, 1975,  GANGLOFF  ti  DOWNHAM 
TRUCKINO  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  479, 
Logansport,  IN  46947,  seeks  temporary 
authority  to  lease  a  portion  ci  the  oper- 
atiiM  righU  of  BEVERAGE  TRANS- 
PCHIT.  INC.  (James  B.  Doyk,  Trustee 
in  Bankruptcy),  45  Exchange  St..  Ro- 
cbaBtw,  NY.  under  section  210a(b).  The 
transfer  to  GANGLOFF  U  DOWNHAM 
TRUCKING  OO..  INC.,  of  the  operating 
liiditB  of  BEVERAGE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.  (James  B.  Doyle,  Trustee  in  Bank¬ 
ruptcy)  ,  is  presently  pending. 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[Filed  Doc.75-20357  FUed  S-l-75;8:46  am] 


'  IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
•July  30,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  CTom- 
mission’s  Gatevmy  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065) .  and  notice  thereof  to  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  August  14,  1975,  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  win  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E15) .  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Dcm- 
ald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokahe,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Logging,  min¬ 
ing,  and  contractors’  materiala  and  sup¬ 
plies.  petroleum  products  in  containers, 
and  agricultural  commodities,  between 
points  in  Clallam,  Jefferson,  Mason, 
Grays  Harbor,  Pacific,  Wahkiakum,  and 
KitsiV  Counties,  Washington:  and  points 
on  and  west  of  Washington  State  High¬ 
way  No.  9  in  Snohomish,  Skagit,  and 
Whatcom  Counties,  Washington;  and 
points  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway 
No.  5  in  Cowlits,  ^.ewls,  Thurston,  Pierce, 
and  King  Counties,  Washington,  on  the 
(me  hand.  ancL  on  the  other,  points  in 
Stevens,  Pend,  Oreille.  Spokane,  Whit¬ 
man,  Asotin,  and  Garfield  Counties. 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Idaho  within  100  miles  ot  Lewiston,  Ida¬ 
ho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E16) .  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Amdlcantls  leimeoentative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Ericson,  Suite  708,  CMd  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Sp<dcane,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  soiight  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Logging,  min¬ 
ing.  and  contractors’  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  petroleum  products  in  containers, 
and  agricultural  commodities,  between 
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points  in  Lane,  Douglas.  Coos,  Curry, 
Josephine,  Jackson,  and  Klamath  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Spokane,  Pend 
Oreille,  Stevens,  Whitman,  Asotin,  Gar¬ 
field,  and  Columbia  Coimties,  Washing¬ 
ton:  except  between  points  in  Lane  and 
Douglas  Counties.  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Co¬ 
lumbia  County,  Washin^n.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  flUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E17) .  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supfdies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Clatsop,  Columbia,  TlllamocA,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Multnomah,  Hood  River,  Wasco, 
TamhiU,  dackama,  Marlon,  Lincoln, 
Polk,  Benton,  and  Linn  Counties.  Ore¬ 
gon,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  ot}ier, 
points  in  Spokane,  Pend  Oreille,  Stev¬ 
ens,  Whitman.  Asotin,  amd  Garfield 
Counties,  Washington.  The  piui>ose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E18),  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North.  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Wa^ngton  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Deschutes,  Jefferson,  Creok,  and 
Wheeler  Counties,  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hafid,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Gar- 
hand.  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Stevens,  Pend,  Oreille,  Spokane,  Whit¬ 
man,  Garfield  and  Asotin  Counties, 
Washington;  except  between  points  In 
Wheeler  County,  Oregtm,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Gar¬ 
field  and  Asotin  Counties,  Washington. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lew¬ 
iston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E19).  filed  May  31, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  420  28  St.  NorUi,  Lewiston.  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane.  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  In  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Malheur.  Lake,  and  Wallowa  Coun¬ 


ties.  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ferry.  Okanogan, 
Stevens.  Pend  Oreille,  Spokane,  Whit¬ 
man,  Garfield,  Columbia,  and  Asotin 
Counties,  Washington;  except  between 
points  in  Lake  County,  Oregon,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Columbia.  Ferry,  and  Okanogan  Coun¬ 
ties,  Washington;  and  except  between 
points  in  Wallowa  County,  Oregon,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points 
in  Whitman,  Garfield,  Columbia,  and 
Asotin  Counties.  Washington.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewiston,  Idaho,  including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E20),  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North.  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Wa^lngton  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veUcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Gilliam,  Sherman,  and  Morrow  Coim¬ 
ties.  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Stevens,  Pend  Or^e, 
and  Spokane  Counties,  Washington;  (ex¬ 
cept  between  points  in  Morrow  County, 
Oregon,  points  on  or  north  of  Oregon 
State  Highway  206  in  Gilliam  County, 
Oregon,  and  Rufus.  Oregon) .  on  tHe  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Spo¬ 
kane  County,  Washington.  TThe  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E21) ,  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston,  Idsdio 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veUcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Harney  and  Union  Counties,  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Siiokane. 
Whitman,  and  Asotin  Counties,  Wash- 
ii^gton;  except  between  points  in  Union 
County,  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  points  in  Asotin  County, 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  Jhe  gateway  of  points  in 
Idaho  within  100  miles  of  Lewiston, 
Idaho,  including  Lewiston.  — 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E22) ,  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  ’TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Sp^ane,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors^  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 


agricultural  commodities,  (a)  between 
points  in  Grant  County.  Or^n,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  (m  the  other,  points  in 
Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  ^?okane,  and 
Whitman  Counties,  Washington;  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Umatilla  County,  Oregon, 
on  the  one  tumd,  and,  on  the  other,  paints 
in  Stevens  and  Pend  Oreille  Counties, 
Washington;  and  (c)  betweoi  Pendleton, 
Oregon,  and  points  in  Umatilla  County, 
Oregon,  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80N,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Spokane  County.  Wash¬ 
ington.  The  purpose  of  this  fill^  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Idaho 
within  100  miles  of  Lewiston.  Idaho,  in¬ 
cluding  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  B23) .  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPCHIT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston.  Idaho 
83501.  Applicant’s  represratative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcscm.  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Washington  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  hregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining, 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  between  points 
in  Baker  County,  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  mi  the  other,  points  in  Stev¬ 
ens,  Pend  OreiUe,  Spokane,  and  Whit¬ 
man  counties,  Washington.  Hie  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Idaho  within  100  miles  of 
Lewistcm,  Idsdio,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E24>.  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewiston.  Idaho 
83501.  AivUcant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Ericsmi.  Suite  708,  Old  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Spokane,  Washington,  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veUcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Logging,  mining 
and  contractors’  materials  and  supplies, 
petroleum  products  in  containers,  and 
agricultural  commodities,  betweoi  points 
in  Crook  County,  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Stev¬ 
ens,  Pend  OreiUe,  Spokane,  and  Whit¬ 
man  Counties.  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Idaho  within  100  mUes  of 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  including  Lewiston. 

No.  MC  92633  (Sub  E25) .  filed  May  31. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ZIRBEL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  420  28  St.  North,  Lewlstmi,  Idaho 
83501.  AiH>Ucant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  A.  Erlcson,  Suite  708,  Sp<Aane,  Wash¬ 
ington  99201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Log¬ 
ging,  mining,  and  contractor^  materials 
and  supplies,  petroleum  products  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  agricultural  commodities, 
between  points  in  Curry,  Josephine, 
Coos,  Lane.  Qdumbia,  Benton,  Polk, 
TiUamook,  YamhiU,  Washington,  Clat¬ 
sop,  Lincoln,  and  Douglas  Celtics, 
Oregmi.  and  points  in  Whatcom.  San 
Juan,  ClaUam,  Jeffmson,  Grays  Harbor, 
King,  Skagit,  Snohomish,  Pierce,  Kitsap, 
Mason.  ’Thurston,  Lewis,  CowUte,  Pacific. 
Wahkiakum,  and  Claik  Counties,  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
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other,  points  In  Bear  Lake,  FTanklln, 
Bannock,  Oneida,  Bingham,  Caribou, 
Bonneville,  Jefferson,  Madls^  Tetom, 
Clark,  and  Fremont  Counties,  Idaho.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  In  Idaho  within  100 
miles  of  Lewlstcm,  Idaho,  Including 
Lewiston. 

No.  MC  95490  (Sub  E3),  filed.  May  3, 
1974.  AppUcant:  UNION  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  9A  Southwest  Cutoff,  Wor- 
chester.  Mass.  01604.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  J.  Kiley,  Suite  501, 
1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
Middlesex,  Essex,  and  Suffolk  Coimtles, 
Massachusetts,  to  points  in  Adams,  Alle- 
ghency.  Beavo*,  B^ord.  Cambria,  Fay¬ 
ette,  Greene,  Lawrence,  ^merset,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Westmoreland  Counties, 
Pennsylvania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  Gateway  of  points 
within  15  miles  of  Springfield,  Mass.  <ex- 
fluding  Springfield) ,  and  Cranston,  R.L 

No.  MC  95490  (Sub  E16) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  i^pUcant:  UNION  CARTAGE 
CXIMPANY,  9A  Southwest  Cutoff,  Wor- 
chester.  Mass.  01604.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  J.  KUey,  Suite  501, 
1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt 
beverage*  and  empty  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers,  between  points  In  Rockingham 
and  Strafford  Counties,  N.H.,  and  those 
p<^ts  in  Hillsborough  County,  N.H.,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Massachusetts-New  Hampshire  State 
line  and  extending  along  New  Hampshire 
Highway  IS  to  Jimction  New  Hampshire 
Highway  101,  thence  along  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  101  to  Manchester,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  93  to  th^ 
Hillsborouedi-Merrimack  County  line, 
on  the  one  hsmd,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Yort:  (except  those  in 
Rensselaer,  Albany,  Schenectady,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Herkimer,  St.  Lawrence,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Clinton,  Essex,  Hamilton,  Warren, 
Saratoga,  Fulton,  and  Washington  Coun¬ 
ties)  (Middlesex  Counly,  Mass.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  of  Springfield, 
Mass,  (excluding  Springfield))*;  (2) 
alcoholic  beverages,  from  points  in 
Sullivan,  Ulster,  Greene,  Columbia, 
Dutchess,  Orange,  Putnam,  Rockland, 
Westchester,  Bronx,  New  York,  Kings. 
Richmond,  Queens,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk 
Coimties,  N.Y.  and  those  points  in  New 
York  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway 
81  to  points  In  Cheshire,  Hillsborough, 
Rockingham,  and  Strafford  Counties, 
N.H.  and  those  iMints  In  Merrimack, 
Belknap,  and  Carroll  Counties,  N.H.,  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Hillsborough  Merrimack  County  Line 
and  extending  east  along  U.S.  Highway 
202  to  Junction  New  Hampshire  Highway 
106,  thence  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  106  to  Jimction  UB.  Highway  3, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  3  to  Junc¬ 
tion  New  Hampshire  Highway  25,  thence 


along  New  Hampshire  Highway  25  to 
the  Maine-New  Hamphire  State  line; 
and  (3)  empty  alcoholic  beverage  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  specified  destlnatlim 
points  in  (2)  above  to  the  specified  origin 
points  In  (2)  above,  (points  within  15 
miles  (ff  Springfield,  Mass.,  (excluding 
Springfield) )  *.  Tlie  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  as  in¬ 
dicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  95490  (Sub  E17),  filed  May  31. 
1974.  Applicant:  UNION  CARTAGE 
COMPANY.  9A  Southwest  CTutoff, 
Worcester,  Mass.  01604.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Eklward  J.  Kiley,  Suite  501, 
1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20034.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt 
beverages  and  empty  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers.  between  those  points  in  New 
Hamptshire  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
begiiming  at  the  Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  93  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  89,  thence  almig  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  89  to  junction  New 
Hampshire  Highway  114,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  114  to  Jimction 
New  Hampshire  Highway  11,  thence 
along  New  Hampshire  Highway  11  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  4,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  4  to  Junction  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Highway  104,  thence  along  New 
Hampshire  Highway  104  to  Junction  New 
Hampshire  Highway  3A,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  3A  to  junction 
New  Hami)shire  Highway  25,  thence 
along  New  Hampshire  Highway  25  to 
junction  New  Hampshire  Highway  118 
near  Warren,  thence  along  New  Hanu>- 
shire  Highway  118  to  Junction  New 
Hampshire  Highway  112,  thence  along 
New  Hampshire  Highway  112  to  Junction 
New  Hampshire  Highway  116,  thence 
along  New  Hampshire  Highway  116  to 
Junction  New  Hampshire  Highway  18, 
thence  along  New  Hampshire  Highway 
18  to  New  Hampshire-Vermont  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut  (except  those  in 
Windham,  Tolland,  and  New  London 
Counties) .  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Middlesex 
County.  Mass.,  and  points  within  15  miles 
of  Springfield,  Mass,  (excluding  Spring- 
field). 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
AprU  11,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta.  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Cfiyde  W.  C^arver.  Suite  212, 
5209  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certitlcates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigerating  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Louisiana  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Loulsiana- 
Arkansas  State  line  thence  alcmg  UB. 


Highway  165  to,  but  excluding  Lake 
(Charles,  thmce  alcmg  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  14  to  Abbeville,  thence  akmg  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  82  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Union  City,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  95876  (Sub  E65).  filed 
AprU  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  North,  St.  Cloud.  Minn.  56301.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:'  Arthur  A. 
Budde  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
‘vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Material  handling  equipment, 
winches,  compaction  and  road  making 
equipment,  rollers,  mobile  cranes  and 
highway  freight  trailers:  and  (2)  parts, 
attachments  and  accessories  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above,  when  mov¬ 
ing  as  contractors  and  construction 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  and 
commodities  requiring  specialized  han¬ 
dling  or  rigging  because  at  size  or 
weight,  between  the  facilities  of  Hyster 
Ccunpany  at  or  near  Crawfordsvllle,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  In  Iowa  on,  north  and  west  cff  a 
line  beginning  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Cocrec- 
tlonville,  thence  alcmg  Highway  31  to 
Cherokee,  thence  along  Highway  3  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  63  to  the  lowa- 
Mlnnesota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E13)  (CorrecUon) 
filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the  Pcd- 
KRAL  Register,  May  23,  1975.  Appllc:ant: 
MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT,  Inc..  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  L*.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houston  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  cmerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  rcmtes,  transporting:  Such 
petroleum  products  as  are  liquid  chem¬ 
icals  (exc^t  liquid  petroleum  gases) .  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points 
in  Texas  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderscm.  Tex.,  which  are  south  tuid 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  ’Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  and  extending  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  217,  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to 
Junction  Louisiana  Highway  1,  to  Alex¬ 
andria,  La.,  to  those  points  in  Florida 
south  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  extending  along  Florida 
Highway  60  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  a  point  in  Texas  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson  and  the  plantsite  of 
American  Cyanamid  Company  at  Avon¬ 
dale.  La.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E16)  (Correction) . 

June  3.  1974.  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Recuster,  May  22,  1975.  Applicant: 
McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawo*  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houstcm  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
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over  irregrilar  routes,  trsuisporting:  Such 
petroleum  products  as  are  liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gases), 
in  bulk,  In  tank  vehicles,  from  those 
points  in  Texas  within  ISO  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  Tex.,  Including  Henderson,  and 
which  are  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Chilton,  Tex.,  and  extending  along  Texas 
Highway  7  to  jimcUon  U.8.  Highway  287, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  the  Texas-Louislana 
State  line,  to  those  points  in  Tennessee 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee 
Highway  48  to  Junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  48  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 
100,  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  20, 
to  junction  n.S.  Highway  43,  to  the 
Alabama-Tennessee  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  American 
Cyanamld  Company  at  Avondale.  La. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  commodity  description. 

No. MC  102567  (SubE25)  (Correction), 
filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  June  6.  1975.  Applicant: 
McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houston  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
petroleiun  products  as  are  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (petrochemicals),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson.  Tex.,  which  are  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  150 
miles  from  Henderson,  Tex.,  near  De¬ 
catur.  Tex.,  and  exte^ing  along  U.S. 
Highway  380  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  30.  thence  along  Interstate  Hlgh-> 
way  30  to.jimction  UJ3.  Highway  59/71, 
thence  alpng  U.S.  Highway  59/71  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  82.  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  9,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  171,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
171  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  5, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  5  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  7.  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  7  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  96.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  96  to 
Port  Arthur.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi- 
-  nate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of 
Dow  Chemicals.  U.SJt.,  in  Columbia 
County,  Ark.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  territori^ 
description. 

No.  MC  102667  (Sub  E26)  (CorrecUon) . 
filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  May  23,  1975.  Apidicant: 
McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houston  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston. 


Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
petroleum  products  as  are  liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gases), 
in*  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those 
points  in  Louisiana,  Aikansas,  and  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson.  Tex., 
which  are  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Mena,  Ark.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  41  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway 
32,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59.  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  60.  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  171,  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  10  to  Oakdale.  La.,  to  points  in 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  and 
the  plant  site  of  American  Cyanamld 
Company  at  Avondale.  La.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the  terri¬ 
torial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E39)  (Correction) , 
filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  June  6.  1975.  Applicant: 
McNAIR  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  petroleum  products  as  -are  liquid 
chemicals  (petrochemicals),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  in 
U.S.  Highway  380  near  Decatur.  Tex., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  380, 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  30.  to 
junction  .U.S.  Highway  59/71,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  167,  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  9,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79. 
to  function  Interstate  Highway  20.  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  171,  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  5,  to  junction  Texsis 
Highway  7,  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
96,  to  junction  Texas  Highway  87,  to 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Plantsite  of  Dow 
Chemicals,  U.S~A.,  in  Columbia,  Ark.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify 
the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-E42)  (Correc¬ 
tion).  filed  June  3.  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  23.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  5367,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houstcm  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  Petroleum  products  as  are 
liquid  chemicals,  (except  liquefied  pe¬ 
troleum  gases) .  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  those  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas. 
Louisiana,  within  150  miles  of  Henderson, 
Tex.,  which  are  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Mena,  Ark.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  59/71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  82 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  Lou¬ 


isiana  Highway  9.  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  9  to  Junction  Iiouisiana  High¬ 
way  147,  thence  along  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  147  to  junction  U.S.  Hlidiway  167, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  167  to  junc¬ 
tion  Louisiana  Highway  28.  thence  akmg 
Louisiana  Hiidiway  28  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  171,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
171  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  8. 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  8  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  63,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  63  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  96,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  96  to 
the  Oulf  of  Mexico,  to  those  points  in 
Tennessee  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  25E  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  40.  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Tennes¬ 
see-North  Carolina  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chemi¬ 
cals,  U.S.A..  in  Columbia  County,  Ark. 
The  purpose  of  this '  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-E43)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  May  23.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houston  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston*. 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
petroleum  products  as  are  liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gases), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those 
points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson.  Tex., 
which  are  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Mena.  Ark.,  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  71  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  82, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  79.  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  79  to  Junction  Louisiana  Highway 
146,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
146  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20  to 
Junction  Louisiana  Highway  34,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  34  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  4.  thence  along  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  4  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  6,  thenee  along  Louisiana 
Highway  6,  to  junction  Texas  Highway  ^ 
87,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  87  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  63,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  96.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  96, 
to  Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  those  points 
in  Tennessee  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  65, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  25.  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  25  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  the  Tennessee- Alabama 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plantsite  of 
Dow  Chemicals,  UBJl.,  in  Columbia 
County,  Ark.  .The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  clarify  the  territorial  descrip¬ 
tion. 
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No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E62)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  .  filed  June  3. 1974,  published  In  the 
Federal  Register,  June  2,  1975.  Ai^li- 
cant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Tom  Wrigjit, 
2040  N.  Loop  West,  Houston,  Tex.  77018. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  h> 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  as  defined  in  Appendix  xm  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  in 
Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within 
150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are 
south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  a 
point  on  n.S.  Highway  81  near  Rhome, 
Tex.,  and  extending  along  n.S.  Highway 
81  to  jimction  Interstate  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20,  to 
junction  n.S.  Highway  171,  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  171  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  5,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
5  to  junction  Texas  Highway  7,  thence 
alcmg  Texas  Highway  7  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  Houston,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in 
Arkansas  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Arkansas  Highway  23  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway- 16,  thence 
along  Arkan^  Highway  16  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  21  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65,  thaice  along  n.S.  Highway  65  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  79  to  junction  Arkansas 
IH^way  35,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
165,  thaice  along  U.S.  Highway  165  to 
the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  that  part  of  Loui¬ 
siana  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  167  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
Is  to  clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E64)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  June  4,  1975.  AiH^li- 
cant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joe  Day  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  products  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gases) ,  as  defined  in  Appendix 
VTTT  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tA.nk  vehlcl^,  from  those 
points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  80  and  UB.  Highway 
180,  near  Weatherford,  Tex.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  80,  to  juncti<m 
Interstate  Highway  20,  4hence  along 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  Monrolle,  La., 
to  those  points  in  Mississippi  north  of 


a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississlppi- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  72  to  junction  Missis- 
slpirf  EOghway  5,  thence  al(mg  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway*  78 
to  the  Mississippi-Alabama  State  line. 
'The  piUTX)se  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along 
U.S.  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the  Loui¬ 
siana- Arkansas  State  line,  and  the  site  of 
the  pipeline  terminal  of  the  Oklahoma- 
Mississippi  River  Products  line,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  West  Memphis,  Ark.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the  terri¬ 
torial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E65)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  June  4,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joe  Day  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  as  defined  in  Appendix  xm  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points  in 
Texas  and  LouisUna  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on 
Texas  Highway  22  near  Meridian,  Tex., 
£md  extending  along  Texas  Highway  22 
to  junction  Texas  Highway  31,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  31  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
171,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  171  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  5,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  5  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  96,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  96  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  62,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  62  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
10,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  junction  Texas  Highway  87,  thence 
along  Texas  Hiediway  87  to  Port  Arthur, 
Tex.,  to  those  points  in  Missisippl  north 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
sissippl-Tennessee  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junction 
Mississippi  Highway  4,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  4  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  almig  Mississippi  Highway 
6  to  jimction  Mississippi  Highway  41, 
thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  41,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  278,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  278,  to  the  Alabama-Missis- 
sippl  State  line.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
that  part  of  Louisiana  north  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Louisiana- 
Texas  State  line  and  extending  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  the  Loulslana-Arkansas  State  line,  and 
the  site  of  the  pipeline  terminal  oS.  the 
Oklahoma-Misslssippl  River  Products 


Line,  Inc.,  at  or  near  West  Memphis, 
Ark.  The  purpose  of  this  cmrectlon  is  to 
clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E83)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  June  2,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  5357,  Bossier  (Tlty,  La.  71010.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joe  Day  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  tranq;>orting:  Pe- 
tr oleum  products,  as  described  in  Am^en- 
dix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia,  and 
asphalt),  from  those  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex., 
which  are  south  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Gainesville,  Tex.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  96, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  96  to  Port 
Arthur,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Tennessee  Highway  127,  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  27,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  27  to  the  Ten- 
nessee-Georgia  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  riiminate  the  gateways 
of  El  Dorado,  Aik.,  Cotton  Valley,  La., 
and  Waskcan  and  Mt  Pleasant,  Tex.  Ihe 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify 
the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E128)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  3.  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  4,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La. 
71010.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joe 
Day  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  Xiii  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  In  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  (exc^t  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  from  those  points  in  Louisiana 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex., 
which  are  south  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Monroe,  La.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  165  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  2.  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  2  to  junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Alternate  Highway  2,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Alternate  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  junction  Louisiana  Alter¬ 
nate  Highway  2,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Alternate  Highway  2  to  junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  9,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  9  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  147,  thence  along  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  147  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  Alex¬ 
andria,  La.,  to  points  In  Oklahoma.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the 
territorial  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub  E144)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in 
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the  Fedxral  Rxgistbk  June  5.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  McNAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawo'  5357,  Bossier  City.  La. 
71010.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joe 
E>ay  (same  as  above) .  Authcuity  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  Xm  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gas, 
anhydrous  ammonia,  and  asphalt) .  from 
those  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  Loui¬ 
siana,  within  150  miles  of  Henderson, 
Tex.,  which  are  north  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Mena,  Ark.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  59/71  to  Junction  UJS. 
Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  79  to  Junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  7,  thence  along  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  7  to  Jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  84, 
to  Junction  Louisiana  Highway  6,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  6  to  Junction 
Texas  Highway  21,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  21  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
96,  thenoe  along  U.S.  Highway  96  to 
Junction  UB.  ffighway  190,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  190  to  Jimction  Texas 
Highway  30,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  30  to  Junction  Texas  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  90  to  Ber¬ 
lin,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in  Florida  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  ^e  Georgla- 
Florlda  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  221  to  Junction  U.S.  Alter¬ 
nate  Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Al¬ 
ternate  Highway  27  to  Junction  Florida 
Highway  361,  thenoe  along  Florida 
Highway  361  to  the  Oulf  of  Mexico.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Val¬ 
ley,  La.,  and  Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleasant, 
Tex.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
June  3, 1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMER¬ 
ICAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  PO  Box  988, 
Fort  Wayne.  Ihd.  46801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fowell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carri^,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  new  floor 
covering,  uncrated.  (1)  from  Lyerly,  Qa.. 
to  points  in  Colora^,  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington,  and  points  in  Glenn.  Hiun- 
bdldt.  Lake.  Mendicino,  Tehama,  and 
Trinity  Counties,  Calif.,  points  in  Berna¬ 
lillo,  Guadalupe,  Los  Alamos,  Sandoval, 
San  Miguel,  Santa  Be.  Torrance,  Valen¬ 
cia,  McKinley,  Rio  Arriba,  San  Juan. 
Catron,  Dona  Ana.  Grant.  Hidalgo,  Luna, 
Otero,  Sierra,  Socorro,  Colfax,  Harding, 
Mora.  Taos,  and  Union  Counties,  N.  Mex.. 
and  points  in  Alfdfa,  Beckham,  Blaine, 
^Caddo,  Comanche,  Cotton,  Custer,  Dew¬ 
ey,  Ellis.  Gteer,  Harmon,  Harper.  Jaok- 
smi.  Kiowa,  Major,  Roger  Mills,  TUhnan, 
Washita,  Woods,  Woodward,  Beaver, 
Cimarron,  and  TsBns  Counties,  Okla, 
(DanaB,TeK.;  Vsnlta, tQiaahoma  City,  or 
Beckham  County.  OiOa.:  MlsBotBrl)'*. 

(2)  Prom  the  taonttlos  BlgNow- 
Bawford,  Ine.^  «t  t>r  imar  QroanvlBe, 
B.C„  to  pomts  In  Idaho.  Montana,  Ore¬ 


gon,  and  Washington,  and  points  in 
Butte,  Lassen,  Modoc.  Nevada,  Plumas, 
Shasta.  Sierra.  Siskiyou,  Yuba.  Glenn, 
Humboldt.  Lake,  Mendicino,  Tehama, 
Trinity,  Alameda,  Alpine,  Amador,  Cala¬ 
veras,  Colusa.  Contra  Costa,  Eldorado, 
Madera,  Martn,  Mariposa.  Merced,  Mono, 
Monterey,  Napa,  Placer,  San  Benito,  Sac- 
rsunento,  San  Francisco.  San  Joaquin, 
San  Mateo.  Santa  Clara.  Santa  Cruz. 
Solano.  Sonoma,  Stanislaus,  Sutter,  Tuo- 
lunme,  and  Yolo  Counties,  Calif.,  points 
in  Elko,  Whltepine,  Churchill,  Douglas, 
Humboldt,  Lyon,  Mineral,  Ormsby, 
Pershing,  Storey,  and  Washoe  Counties, 
Nevada,  points  in  Adams,  Billings,  Bow¬ 
man,  Burleigh,  Dunn,  Emmons,  Golden 
Valley,  Grant.  Hettinger.  Mercer,  Mor¬ 
ton,  Oliver.  Sioux.  Slope,  Stark,  Divide, 
McKenzie,  and  Williams  Counties, 
N.  Dak.,  points  in  Box  Elder,  C^ache, 
Davis,  Morgran,  Rich,  Salt  Lake,  Sum¬ 
mit.  Tooele,  Utah,  Wasatch,  and  Weber 
Counties,  Utah,  and  points  in  Park. 
'Teton.  Yellowstone  National  Park, 
Fremont,  Hot  Springs,  Natrona,  Big 
Horn,  Campbell,  Crook,  Johnson,  Sher¬ 
idan,  Washakie,  and  Weston  Counties, 
Wyoming.  (Pittsburgh,  Pa.)*;  (3)  from 
Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Colorado.  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Minnesota,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  and  Washington  (Vi- 
nita,  Oklahoma  City,  or  Beekham  Coun¬ 
ty.  Okla.;  and  Missouri)  *. 

(4)  From  points  in  Greenville  County. 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Butte.  Lassen,  Modoc, 
Nevada,  Plumas,  Shasta,  Sierra,  Siskiyou. 
Yuba,  Glenn,  Humboldt,  Lake,  Mendi¬ 
cino.  Tehama,  Trinity,  Alameda,  Alpine, 
Amador,  Calaveras,  Colusa,  Contra,  El¬ 
dorado.  Madera,  Marin,  Costa,  Mariposa, 
Merced,  Mono.  Monterey,  Niqm.  Placer, 
San  Benito,  Sacramento,  San  Joaquin, 
San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara.  Francisco. 
Santa  Cruz,  Solano,  Soncxna,  Stalslaus, 
Sutter,  Toulumne,  and  Yolo  Counties, 
Calif.,  points  in  Garfield,  Mesa.  Moffat, 
Rio  Blanco.  Routt.  Adams,  Arapahoe, 
Boulder,  Cedar  Creek,  Chaffee,  Denver. 
Douglass,  Eagle,  Elbert,  El  Paso,  Fre¬ 
mont,  Gilpin,  Grand,  Jackson.  Jefferson, 
Lake.  Larimer.  Park.  Pitkin,  Summit. 
Teller,  Alamosa,  Archuleta.  Conejos, 
Delta,  Dolores,  Guxmison,  Hinsdale.  La 
Plata,  Mineral,  Montezuma,  Montrose, 
Ouray,  Rio  Grande,  Saguache,  San  Juan, 
San  Miguel,  Baca.  Bent.  Cheyenne.  Cos¬ 
tilla,  Crowley.  Custer,  Huerfano,  Kiowa, 
Las  Animas,  Lincoln,  Otero,  Prowers, 
Pudilo,  Kit  Carson,  Logan,  Morgan.  I%11- 
lips,  Sedgwick.  Washington,  Weld,  and 
Yuma  Counties,  Colo.,  points  in  Bemal- 
Ulo,  Ouadelupe,  Los  Alamos.  Sandoval. 
San  Miguel.  Santa  Pe.  Torrance,  Valen¬ 
cia.  McIGnney,  Bio  Arriba.  San  Juan, 
Chaves,  Curry.  Ce  Baca,  Eddy,  Lea,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Quay,  Roosevelt,  Catron,  Dona  Ana, 
Grant,  Hidalgo,  liuna,  Otero,  Sierra, 
Socorro,  Colfax,  Harding,  Mora,  Taos, 
and  union  Counties.  N.  Mex.,  points  in 
Alfalfa.  Beckham,  Blaine.  Caddo.  Co¬ 
manche,  cotton,  Custer.  Dewey,  Ellis, 
Cbreer,  Harmon,  Hurper,  Jackson,  Kiowa, 
Major,  Roger  Mins,  Tillman,  waChfta, 
Woods,  Woodward,  Beaver,  Cimarron. 
(Sexas,  Canadian,  Carter,  Cleveland. 
Creek,  GarOdd,  Grady,  Grant,  Hughes. 


Jefferson.  Johnston,  Kay,  Kingfisher, 
Lincoln,  Logan,  Love.  McClain.  Marshall, 
Murray,  Nobl^  Cdtfuskee,  Oklahoma, 
Osage.  Pawnee,  Payne,  Pontotoc,  Potta¬ 
watomie,  Seminole,  and  Stephens  Coun¬ 
ties,  C^la.,  points  in  Benton,  Clackamas, 
Clatsop,  Columbia,  Lane,  Lincoln,  Linn, 
Marion,  Multnomah.  Polk.  Tillamook, 
Washington,  Yamhill,  Crook.  DeSchutes, 
Gilliam,  Hood  River,  Jefferson.  Sherman, 
Wasco,  Wheeler,  Coos.  Curry,  Douglas. 
Jackson,  and  Josephine  Coimties,  Greg., 
and  points  in  dark,  Cowlitz,  Klickitat, 
Lewis,  Pacific,  Pierce,  Skamania,  Thurs¬ 
ton,  Wahkiakum,  and  Yakima  Coimties, 
Wash.,  (Dallas.  Tex.;  Oklahoma  City, 
Vinlta,  or  Beckham  County,  Okla.;  and 
Missouri)  *. 

(5)  Prom  Landru,  S.C.,  to  points  in 
San  Bernardino,  Alameda,  Alpine, 
Amador,  Calaveras,  Colusa,  Contra  Costa, 
Eldorado,  Madera,  Marin,  Mariposa, 
Merced.  Mono,  Monterey,  Napa,  Placer, 
San  Benito.  Sacramento,  San  Francisco. 
San  Joaquin.  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara, 
Santa  Cruz,  Solano.  Sonoma.  Stanislaus, 
Sutter,  Tuolumne,  Yolo,  Glenn.  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Lake.  Mendicino,  Tehama,  Trinity, 
Butte,  Lassen,  Modoc.  Nevada.  Plumas, 
Shasta.  Sierra,  Siskiyou,  and  Yuba  Coun¬ 
ties,  Calif.,  points  in  Garfield,  Mesa,  Mof¬ 
fat,  Rio  Blanco,  Routte,  Adams,  Arap¬ 
ahoe,  Boulder,  Cedar  Chwek,  Chaffee, 
Denver,  Douglas.  Eagle.  Elbert.  El  Paso, 
Fremont,  Gilpin,  Grand.  Jackson.  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Lake,  Larimer,  Paik,  Pitkin,  Sum¬ 
mit,  Teller.  Alamosa,  Archuleta,  Conejos, 
Delta,  Dolres,  Gunnistm.  Hinsdale,  La 
Plata,  Mineral.  Montezuma.  Montrose, 
Ouray,  Rio  Grande,  Saguache.  San  Juan, 
San  Miguel.  Baca,  Bent,  Cheyenne,  Cos¬ 
tilla,  Crowley,  Custer.  Huerfano,  Kowa. 
Las  Animas.  Lincoln,  Otero.  Prowers,  and 
Pudjlo  Counties,  Colo.,  points  in  Berna¬ 
lillo,  Guadalupe,  Los  Alamos.  Sandoval, 
San  kCiguel,  Santa  Pe,  Torrance,  Valen- 
cis,  McKinley,  Rio  Arriba,  San  Juan, 
Chaves,  Curry,  De  Baca,  Eddy,  Laa.  Un- 
coln.  Quay,  Roosevelt,  Catron,  Dona  Ana. 
Grant,  Hidalgo.  Luna,  Otero,  Sierra.  So¬ 
corro.  Colfax.  Harding,  Mora,  Taos,  and 
Union  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  points  in  Al¬ 
falfa,  Beckham,  Blaine.  Caddo,  Co¬ 
manche.  Cottmi,  Custer,  Dewey.  Ellis, 
Greer,  Harmon.  Harper,  Jackson.  Kiowa, 
Bfajor,  Roger  Mills,  Tillman,  Washita. 
Woods.  Woodward.  Beaver.  Cimarron, 
Texas,  Canadian,  Carter,  Cleveland. 
Creek.  Garfield.  Grady.  Grant.  Huifiies. 
Jefferson.  Johnston,  Kay,  Kingfisher, 
Lincoln,  Logan.  Love  McClain.  Marahriii, 
Murray,  Noble,  Okfuskee,  Oklahoma, 
Osage,  Pawnee,  Payne.  Pontotoc,  Potta¬ 
watomie,  Seminole.  and  Steiftiens  Coun¬ 
ties.  Okla.,  and  pointsin  Cixx^DeSChutes 
Oiniam,  Hood  River,  Jefferson,  Sherman, 
Wasco,  and  Wheder  Counties,  Oreg. 
(Dallas,  ’Tex.:  Oklahoma  City,  Vinlta,  or 
Beckham  County,  CBda.7  and  Missouri)  *. 
The  purpose  of  this  fUtv  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  marked  with  asterisks 
ahove. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  K28).  filed 
May  22.  1074.  ApiUteant:  2iC»TH 

AMERICAN  VAN  IJlIRB.  DKl^PD.  Box 
90B,  Port  WOyne,  Tndtana  AMDl.  Appli- 
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cant’s  representative:  Terry  Q.  Powell 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
new  household  equipment,  vm<nated  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  the  trsmsportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  between 
points  in  Baldwin,  Butler,  Choctaw, 
Clarke,  Conecuh,  Dallas,  Escambia, 
Greene.  Hale,  Lawndes,  Marengo,  Mobile, 
Monroe,  Perry,  Sumter,  Washington. 
WUoos  Coimties,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Schenectady, 
Saratoga,  Mcmtgomery,  Hamilton,  Ful- 
t(m,  Franklin,  Essex,  Clinton,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Warren,  Lewis,  St.  Lawrence,  Os¬ 
wego,  Oneida,  Jefferson,  Herkimer  Ctoun- 
ties,  N.Y.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
tiiminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Greene 
CToimty,  Ark. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E42).  filed 
Jime  3,  1974.  Appli<»mt:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
988,  Fort  Wayne.  Ind.  46801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Terry  G.  Powell  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  opoate  as 
a  common  carrier,  ^  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  restau¬ 
rant  and  bar  fixtures,  uncrated,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  m.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
(HI  the  otlwr,  points  in  Alabama,  Arteona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  D^ware,  District  of  C(dumbia, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louistena,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
CMclahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
TaiiLTirt,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tmnessee,  Texas,  Utah.  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wy¬ 
oming  (points  in  Indiana)*;  (2)  from 
Chl(»go,  Bl.,  to  points  In  Alaska  (points 
In  Indiana  and  Sedgwick  Co\mty, 
Elans.)  *  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  marked 
with  asterisks. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E46)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  13,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  11.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Port  Wayne, 
In<L  46801.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Terry  G.  Pewell  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  household  ap¬ 
pliances,  crated;  (1)  from  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  to  points  in  Iowa,  Massachusetts, 
Minnesota,  and  Rhode  Island.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  (ff  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Evansville  or  Milam,  Ind.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify 
the  commodity  description. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub  E25) ,  filed  May  12, 
1974.  Applicamt:  F’ROZEN  FOOD  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75222.  Applicamt’s  representative;  Mike 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregrulau'  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dairy  products,  from  points  in  Kam- 
sas  (exc^  Moline  and  Parsons.  Kans.) 


(1)  to  points  in  Louisiana  (points  In 
Texas  or  Arkamsau)  *,  and  (2)  to  points 
in  Mississippi  (points  in  Arkamsas  cm  UB. 
mghway  61,  and  Little  Rock,  Aik.)*. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  marked  by  aisterlsks. 

No.  MC  109326  (Sub  E37) .  filed  May  19, 
1975.  AppUcant;  C  &  D  TRANSPORTA- 
HON  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10506,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70121.  Applicamt’s 
representative:  William  D.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  18th  St  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  caurier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
ais  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  1  to  the  Report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
amd  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Mobile  County,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a 
line  commencing  at  the  Tennessee-Ken- 
tucky  State  line,  thence  extending  adong 
n.S.  Highway  31E  to  its  intersection  with 
Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40  to  the  Teimessee- 
Arkamsas  State  line,  amd  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky.  on  and  north  of  a  line  commenc¬ 
ing  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  thence  proceeding  ailong  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31E  to  its  intersection  with  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80,  thence  adong  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  its  intersection  with 
UB.  Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line.  Restriction;  The  operattions 
authorized  herein  shall  be  subject  to  the 
following  conditions:  Sadd  operations 
are  restricted  atgalnst  the  transportation 
of  tiaffic  from  or  to  amy  fau;ility  of  the 
Great  Atlamtic  &  Pacific  Tea  Company 
of  New  York,  N.Y.,  amd  Himt  Foods  amd 
Industries,  Inc.  (merged  into  Norton- 
Simon,  Inc.),  of  F\illerton,  Calif.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Gulfport,  Miss. 

No.  MC  109326  (Sub  E38) .  filed  May  19. 
1975.  Applicant;  C  &  D  TRANSPORTA- 
’ITON  (X).,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10506,  New 
Orleans,  Loulsiama  70121.  Applicamt’s 
representative:  William  D.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  18th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  au  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  dairy 
products,  and  commodities  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  carcaiss 
meats  suspended  on  rails),  a^  described 
in  parts  A,  B,  amd  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
Report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  amd  766,  which 
are  fresh  or  frozen  amd  aue  not  for  humam 
consumption,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechamical  refrigeration,  from  Birming¬ 
ham!,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  west  of 
a  line  commencing  at  the  Mississlppi- 
Louisiama  State  line,  thence  adong  n.S. 
Highway  51  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  190,  thence  adong  U.S.  Highway 
190  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway 
90,  thence  adong  U.S.  Highway  90  to  the 
Louisiama-Misslssippi  State  line,  and 
points  south  of  a  line  commencing  at  the 
Louisiama-Texais  State  line,  thence  along 


Loulsiama  Highway  8  to  its  intersection 
with  Loulsiama  Highway  28.  thence  along 
Loulsiama  Highway  28  to  its  Intersection 
with  Loulsiama  Highway  112,  thence 
adong  Louisiana  Highway  112  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
adong  UJ3.  Highway  71  to  its  intersection 
with  Louisiana  Highway  29,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  29  to  its  intersection 
with  Loulsiama  Highway  1,  thence  adong 
Loulsiama  Highway  1  to  its  intersection 
with  Louisiana  Highway  15.  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  15  to  the  Outfiow 
Channel,  thence  along  the  Outfiow 
Chamnel  to  the  Louisiama-Misslssippi 
State  line.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  shadl  be  subject  to  the 
following  conditions;  Sadd  operations  are 
restricted  aigainst  the  transportation  of 
tiafl9c  from  or  to  amy  fausility  of  the  Great 
Atlamtic  k  Paudfic  Tea  Company  of  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Hunt  Foods  amd  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.  (merged  into  Norton-Simon. 
Inc.) ,  of  Fullerton,  Cadif.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Gulfport,  Miss. 

No.  MC  109326  (Sub  E39) .  filed  May  19. 
1975.  Applicamt:  C  «i  D  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10506,  New 
Orleams,  Louisiana  70121.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Williaun  D.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  18th  St.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  au:  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tramsporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  dairy 
products,  and  commodities  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  ais  described  in 
Parts  A,  B,  amd  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
Report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  amd  766,  fresh 
or  frozen,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanicad  refrigeration,  from  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  to  p(dnts  in  Louisiana,  on 
amd  south  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  amd  points 
in  Arkansas  cm  amd  west  of  a  line  com¬ 
mencing  at  the  Arkansas-Mlssoiirl  State 
line,  thence  along  Arkamsas  Highway  23 
to  its  intersection  with  UB.  Highway  71, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  71  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  Arkansas  Highway  28, 
thence  adong  Arkamsais  Highway  28  to  the 
Arkamsas-Oklahoma  State  line.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
shall  be  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  Said  operations  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  tradfic  from 
or  to  amy  facility  of  the  Great  Atlamtic  k 
Pacific  Tea  Compamy  of  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Hunt  Foods  amd  Industries,  Inc. 
(merged  into  Norton-Simon,  Inc.),  of 
F^dlerton,  Calif.  The  piirpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss. 

No.  MC  109326  (Sub  E40) ,  filed  May  19. 
1975.  Applicamt:  CAD  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10606,  N^ 
Orleams,  Louisiana  70121.  Appllcanrs 
representative:  Wm.  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
18th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  atf  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  aa  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  amd-C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  40,  NO.  150 — MONDAY,  AUGUST  4,  1975 


NOTICES 


32807 


Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  In 
bulk) ,  frmn  Mobile  Coimty,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina,  cm  and  east  of  U^. 
Highway  52,  and  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  52, 
and  points  in  South  Carolina,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  commencing  at  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Its  in¬ 
tersection  with  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  521,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  521  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  Re¬ 
striction:  nie  operations  authorized 
herein  shall  be  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  Said  operations  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  from 
or  to  any  facility  of  the  Great  Atlantic 
&  P£M;ific  Tea  Company  of  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Hunt  Foods  and  Industries, 
Inc.  (merged  into  Norton-Simon,  Inc.), 
of  Fullerton,  Calif.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss. 

No.  MC  110683  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 

TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1000, 
Staunton,  Va.  24401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  1000  16th 
St.  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties.  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
granite,  stone,  heavy  machinery,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
In  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injtirious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading. 

(a)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina, 
on  tjie  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  UJ3. 
Highway  219,  and  points  in  West  Virginia 
on  and  west  of  UJ3.  Highway  220; 

(b)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  and  extending  over  U.S.  Highway  76 
to  its  junction  with  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  41.  thence  over  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  41  to  its  Jimction  with  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  521,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  521  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  701,  thence  over  UJ5. 
Highway  701  to  Georgetown.  8.C..  and 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Virginia  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginla  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  221,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  221  to  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  460,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
460  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  29, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  UB.  Highway  60  to-the  West 
Virginia  State  line. 

(c)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  Its 
junction  with  UJ3.  Highway  25.  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  North  Caro¬ 
lina-South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 


Virginia,  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-Virginla  State 
line  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
501  to  Lynchburg,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  29  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  the  West  Virglnia-Virginia  State 
line,  except  points  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  over  State  Highway  91 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  jimction  State  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  over  State  Highway  16  to 
the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line. 

(d)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  and  extending  over  U.S.  Highway  76 
to  its  junction  with  South  Carolina 
Highway  41,  thence  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  41  to  its  junction  with  South 
Carolina  Highway  521,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  521  to  its  junction 
wlth'U.S.  Highway  701,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  701  to  Georgetown,  S.C.,  and  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  (except  points  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line  extending  over 
U.S.  Highway  221  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line)  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Virginia  on. 
sou^,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-Virginla  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  501  to 
Lynchburg,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
29  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  60, 
and  thence  west  along  U.S.  Highway  60 
to  the  West  Virginia  stato  line. 

(e)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  North  Caro¬ 
lina-South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  oUier,  points  in  Ohio. 

(f)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Ohio  (except  tl^ose  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indhina-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  29  to  its  junction  with  UB. 
Highway  *33,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
33  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  68, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  68  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  35.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  its  junction  with  UB. 
Highway  23,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  23  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line) . 

(g)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  ex- 
toiding  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  North  CTarolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and 


extending  along  Kentucky  Highway  15 
to  Jackson,  Ky.,  thence  along  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  Jackson  through  Olive  Hill, 
Ky.,  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line  at 
Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

(h)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  North  Car¬ 
olina-South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
40  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  31. 

(1)  From  points  in  South  (Carolina  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  221, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  221  to  U.S. 
Highway  25.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  the  North  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Caro¬ 
lina-Virginla  State  line  and  extending 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  93,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  113  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  18, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
18  to  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line. 

(j)  From  points  in  South  Carolina  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  301, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  95,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  95  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  521, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  521  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  to  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  77,  thence 
along  Interstate  77  to  Interstate  85, 
thence  along  Interstate  85  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  601,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  601  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
52.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the 
North  Carolina-Virginla  State  line. 

(k)  From  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-South  Canffina  State 
line  and  extending  along  U  S.  Highway 
321,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  321  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  97. 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway  97 
to  junction  UB.  High'>'ay  521,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  5*’^  to  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  95.  thence  along  Interstate  95 
to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway  64. 
thencf  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
64  to 'junction  U.S.  Highway  17,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  South  Carolina 
Highway  74,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  74  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
to  points  in  North  Carolina  on.  east,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginla  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  south  along  UB.  Highway  21,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  7T.  thence  along  Interstate  77  to 
Junction  Interstate  85.  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  85  to  its  intersection  with  North 
Carolina  Highway  49.  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  49  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  52.  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
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52  to  Jimction  North  Carolina  Highway 
73.  thence  along  North  Carolina  mgh> 
way  73  to  UJS.  Highway  220.  thence  along 
US.  Highway  220  to  UJS.  Highway  1. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  421.  thence  alo^  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  Junction  interstate  95. 
thence  along  Interstate  95  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  70.  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  70  to  Junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  55.  thence  along  North  Cait>- 
lina  Highway  55  to  the  Atlantic  Ocaan. 

(l)  From  points  in  South  Carolina  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  601  to  its 
junction  with  South  CaroUna  Highway 
9.  thence  along  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  9  to  Jimction  UB.  HUdiway  521. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  521  to  Junc¬ 
tion  South  Carolina  Highway  41.  thence 
along  South  Carolina  Highway  41  to 
Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  45. 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
45  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  77.  thence  along  Interstate  77 
to  Junction  UJS.  Highway  29,  thence  al<mg 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  the  North  Carollna- 
Virglnia  State  line,  except  that  part  of 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  and  extending  along  North 
Carolina  lUghway  16.  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  321  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line. 

(m)  Prom  that  part  of  South  Carolina 
bounded  on  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  south  along  Interstate  95. 
thence  along  Interstate  95  to  Junction 
Interstate  20,  thence  west  along  Inter¬ 
state  20  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  521, 
thence  north  along  UB.  Highway  521 
to  Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  207, 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
207  to  the  North  Carolina-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  to  point  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line 
and  extending  along'  North  Carcdina 
Highway  89.  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  89  to  Junction  Interstate 
85,  thence  along  Interstate  85  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  77,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  77  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line. 

(2)  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiting  special  equipment, 

(a)  Between  points  in  that  pMirt  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
begiimlng  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  1  to  Columbia.  S.C..  thence 
along  UB.  Blghway  21  to  the  North  Car¬ 
olina  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  VU«inia  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  220. 

(b)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  Une  and  extending  along  UB. 


Highway  1  to  Columbia,  S.C..  thence 
along  UB.  Sghway  21  to  the  North  Car¬ 
olina  State  line,  <m  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  219. 

(c)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Columbia,  S.C.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hi^way  21  to  the  North  Carolina 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  all  points  in  Ohio,  except  those  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  In- 
diana-Ohlo  State  line,  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  44  to  its  Junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  its  Junction  with  Ohio  Highway 
725,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  725  to 
Junction  Ohio  Highway  122,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  122  to  Junction  Interstate 
75,  thence  north  along  Interstate  75  to  its 
Junction  with  Ohio  Highway  73,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  73  to  its  JunctJon 
with  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  the  Ohio  River. 

(d)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  ot  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Columbia.  S.C.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  21  to  the  North  Carolina 
State  line,  except  points  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line  and  extending  over 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  junctlcm  Soutli  Caro¬ 
lina  Hifihway  121,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  121  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  176,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
176  to  Junction  South  Carolina  Highway 
18.  thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
18  to  the  North  Carolina  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  all 
points  in  Ohio. 

(e)  Betwe^  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Columbia,  S.C.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  the  North 
Carolina  State  line,  except  points  on 
and  west  of  a  line  begl^ing  at  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  over  U.S.  Highway  25.  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  121,  thence  over  South 
Carolina  121  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
176,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  176  to 
Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  18. 
thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway  18 
to  the  North  Carolina  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  .other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Indiana  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  31,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  hi^ways  q^eclfied. 

(f)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  and  extending  along  U.6. 
Highway  1  to  Columbia,  S.C.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  the  North 
Carolina  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kentucky  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
K^tucky-Virglnia  State  line,  thence 


along  Kentucky  Highway  317  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Kentucky  Highway  7,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  7  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  60.  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  60  to  Kentucky  Highway  59,  thence 
over  Kentucky  Highway  59  to  the  Ohio 
River.  Including  points  on  the  Indicated 
portions  of  the  highways  specified. 

(g)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Carolina-Geoigia  State  line  and 
extending  over  U.S.  Highway  221,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  221  to  Junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  378,  thence 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  378  to 
Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  121, 
thence  over  South  Carolhia  Highway  121 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  176,  thence 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  72  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S,  Highway  321,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  321  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  beginning  at  the  West  Virglnia- 
Virglnla  State  line,  thence  over  Virginia 
Highway  311  to  Junction  Interstate  81, 
thence  over  Interstate  81  to  UB.  High¬ 
way  60.  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  Une, 
thence  south  along  the  Virginia-West 
Virginia  State  line  to  point  of  beginning, 
including  points  on  the  Indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  specified. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Charlotte,  N.C. 
in  (1)  above  and  Bluefield,  W.  Va.  in  (2) 
above. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-No.  E99),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  SHERW<X)D 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  4322  MILLING 
ROAD,  SAN  ANTONIO,  TEX.  78219. 
AppUcanfs  representative:  ROBERT  J. 
GAUiAOHER,  1776  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10019.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Plattsburg  Air 
Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Craig  Air 
Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama,  Fort  Mc- 
Cldlan,  Anniston,  Alabama,  Fort  Rucker, 
Osark.  Alabama,  Gunter  Air  Force  Base. 
Montgomery,  Alabama,  Maxwell  Air 
Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama.  Red¬ 
stone  Arsenal,  Huntsville,  Alabama; 
BlythevlUe  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Arkansas,  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base, 
JacksonviUe,  Aikansas;  Ent  Air  Force 
Base  ft  Peterscm  Field,  Ccdorado  Springs, 
Colorado,  Fltzsimons  General  Hospital, 
Denver,  Colorado,  Fort  Carson,  Colo¬ 
rado  E^rings,  Colorado,  Lowry  Air  Force 
Base,  Denver,  Colorado,  U.S.  Air  Force 
Academy,  Colorado  l^rings,  Colorado; 
Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Hottie- 
stead,  Florida,  McDiU  Air  Force  Base, 
Tampa,  Florida,  McCoy  Air  Force  Base. 
Oiiando.  Florida,  Naval  Air  Station, 
Pensacola.  Florida,  Naval  Air  Station 
Whiting  Field,  MUtixi,  Florida.  Naval 
Station,  Key  West,  Florida,  Naval  Train¬ 
ing  Center,  Orlando.  Florida,  Patrick  Air 
Force  Base.  Cocoa  Beach,  Florida, 
TyndaU  Air  Force  Base.  Panama  City, 
Florida. 
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Atlanta  Army  Depot.  Forest  Park, 
Georgia,  Fort  Penning,  Columbus, 
Georgia,  Fort  McPherson  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  Marine  Corps  Supply  Center, 
Albany,  Georgia,  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base. 
Marietta,  Georgia,  Moody  Air  Force 
Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Albany,  Georgia,  Robins  Air  Force 
Base,  Warner  Robins,  Georgia;  Chanute 
Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illinois,  Fort 
Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  Illinois,  Jc^iet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  Illinois, 
Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  Illinois, 
Naval  Air  Station.  Glenview,  Illinois, 
Naval  Training  Center,  Greatlakes,  Il¬ 
linois,  Scott  Air  Force  Base.  Belleville, 
Illinois;  Grissom  Air  Force  Base.  Peru, 
Indiana,  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison.  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Indiana,  Naval  Ammunition 
Depot,  Crane.  Indiana;  Forbes  Air  Force 
Base,  Topeka,  Kansas,  Fort  Leavenworth, 
Leavenworth,  Kansas,  Fort  Riley,  Junc¬ 
tion  City,  Kansas,  McConnel  Air  Force 
Base,  Wichita,  Kansas;  Fort  Campbell. 
Hopkinsville,  Kentucky,  Fort  Knox,  Fort 
Knox,  Kenutcky;  Barksdale  Air  Force 
Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana,  England  Air 
Force  Base.  Alexandria,  Louisiana,  Fort 
Polk,  Leesville.  Louisiana,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  New  Orleans.  Louisiana;  Hincheloe 
Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  Michi¬ 
gan,  K.  I.  Sawyer  Air  Force  Base,  Gwinn, 
Michigan,  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base.  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  Wurt- 
smith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan. 

Duluth  Intematioiial  Airport,  Duluth. 
Minnesota;  Coliunbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  Keesler  Air  Force 
Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Meridian,  Mississippi,  Naval  Con¬ 
struction  Battalion.  Gulfport,  Mississippi; 
Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Waynersville,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Richards-Gebaur  Air  Force  Base. 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  Whiteman  Air 
Force  Base.  Knob  Noster,  Missouri; 
Offutt  Air  Force  Base.  Omaha,  Nebraska; 
Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base.  Emerado, 
North  Dakota,  Minot  Air  Force  Base. 
Minot.  North  Dakota;  Lockboume  Air 
Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio.  Wright-Pat- 
terson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton.  Ohio; 
Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma, 
Fort  Sill,  Lawton,  Oklahcana,  Tinker  Air 
Force  Base.  Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma. 
Vance  Air  Force  Base.  Enid.  Oklahoma; 
Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota;  Arnold  Air  Force  Station, 
Tullahoma,  Tennessee.  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion  M^phis,  Millington,  Tennessee; 
Bergstorm  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas, 
Brooks  Air  Force  Base.  San  Antonio. 
Texas.  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 
Abilene,  Texas,  Ellington  Air  Force  Base. 
Houston,  Texas,  Naval  Air  Station,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas.  Port  Bliss.  El  Paso,  Texas. 
Fort  Hood.  Killeen,  Texas,  Fort  Sam 
Houston,  San  Antonio,  Texas,  Fort  Wel¬ 
ters,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas,  Goodfellow 
Air  Forq^  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas,  Kelly 
Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas, 
Lackland  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio. 
Texas.  Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo, 
Texas,  Laughlln  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio, 
Texas.  Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christ!, 
Texas.  Naval  Air  Station  Chase  Field. 
Beeville,  Texas,  Naval  Air  Station, 


Kingsville,  Texas,  Randolph  Air  Force 
Base,  Universal  City,  Texas. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas, 
Sheppard  Air  Fmxe  Base.  'Vi^hlta  Falls, 
Texas,  Webb  Air  Force  Base.  Big  Spring, 
Texas,  and  Camp  McCoy.  Sparta,  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
or  Louisville.  Ely.,  or  that  part  of  Ohio. 
Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  State  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwy.  422  to  Jimction  UB.  Hwy.  62.  thence 
along  UB.  Hwy.  62  to  Junction  UB.  Hwy. 
40.  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy.  40  to  Spring- 
field.  Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy.  440 
to  Jimction  UB.  Hwy.  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hwy.  40  to  Junction  U.S.  Hwy.  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hwy.  36  to  the  lUinois- 
Mlssouri  State  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  AppUcant:  SHERWOOD 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road. 
San  Antonio,  Tex.  78219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher.  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.T.  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting: 

Household  goods,  between  Griffis  Air 
Force  Base.  Rome,  N.Y.,  and  Hancock 
Field,  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other, 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama, 
Fort  McCTlellan,  Anniston,  Alabama,  Fort 
Rucker,  Ozark.  Alabama.  Gunter  Air 
Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama.  Red¬ 
stone  Arsenal,  Huntsville,  Alabama; 
Blytheville  Air  Force  Base.  BlythevlUe, 
Arkansas,  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base, 
Jacksonville,  Arkansas;  Ent  Air  Force 
Base  <1  Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs. 
Colorado.  Fitzsimons  General  Hospital, 
Denver.  Colorado,  Fort  Carson,  Colorado 
Springs,  Colorado,  Lowry  Air  Force  Base, 
Denver,  Colorado,  UB.  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy,  Colorado  Springs.  Colorado;  Eglin 
Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida, 
Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Florida.  McDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa. 
Florida,  McCoy  Air  Force  Base.  Orlando, 
Florida,  Naval  Air  Station  Cecil  Field, 
JsMiksonville.  Florida.  Naval  Air  Station. 
Pensacola,  Florida.  Naval  Station,  May- 
port,  Plorida,  Naval  Air  Station  Whiting 
Field,  Milton.  Florida,  Naval  Station. 
Key  West,  Florida,  Naval  Training  Cen¬ 
ter.  Orlando.  Florida.  Patrick  Air  Force 
Base,  Cocoa  Beach,  Florida,  Tyndall  Air 
Force  Base.  Panama  City,  Florida;  At¬ 
lanta  Army  Depot.  Forest  Park,  Georgia. 
Fort  Banning,  Columbus.  Georgia.  Fort 
McPherson,  Atlanta,  O^rgia,  Marine 
Corps  Supply  Center.  Albany,  Georgia, 
Dobbins  Air  Force  Base.  Marietta, 
Georgia.  Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Val¬ 
dosta,  Georgia,  Naval  Air  Station,  Al¬ 
bany,  Georgia,  Robins  Air  Force  Base, 
Warner  Robins,  Georgia. 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  Illi¬ 
nois.  Joliet  Army  Ammunition  Depot.  Jo¬ 
liet.  Illinois,  Savanna  Army  Depot.  Sa¬ 
vanna,  Illinois,  Naval  Air  Station,  Glen¬ 
view,  Illinois,  Naval  Training  Center, 
Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  Scott  Air  Force 


Base,  Belleville,  Illinois;  Grissom  Air 
Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana,  Fort  Benja¬ 
min  Harriscm,  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Chrane,  Indi¬ 
ana;  Forbes  Air  Force  Base.  Topeka. 
Kansas.  Fort  Leavenworth,  Leavenworth, 
Kansas,  Fort  Riley,  Junctton  City,  Kan¬ 
sas,  McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita, 
Kansas;  Fort  (Campbell,  H(H>kinsvllle. 
Kentucky,  Fort  Knox,  Fort  Ehiox,  Ken¬ 
tucky;  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base;  Shreve¬ 
port,  Louisiana,  England  Air  Force 
Base,  Alexandria.  Louisiana,  Fort  Polk, 
Leesville,  Louisiana.  Naval  Air  Statlcm, 
New  Orleans.  Louisiana;  Kincheloe  Air 
Force  Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  Michigan, 
K.  I.  Sawyer  Air  Force  Base,  Gwinn. 
Michigan,  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base,  Mount  Clemens.  Michigan,  Wurt- 
smith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan; 
Duluth  International  Airport,  Duluth, 
Minnesota;  Columbus  Air  Force  Base.  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Mississippi.  Keesler  Air  I^rce 
Base.  Biloxi.  Mississipid,  Naval  Air  Sta- 
tiim.  Meridian,  Miss^ppi,  Naval  Con¬ 
struction  Battalion,  Gulfport,  Missis¬ 
sippi;  Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Wa3mesvlUe, 
Missouri,  Richards-Gebaur  Air  Force 
Base,  Kansas  City.  Missouri,  Whiteman 
Air  Force  Base,  Knob  Noster,  Missouri; 
Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebras¬ 
ka;  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base.  Em¬ 
erado,  North  Dakota.  Minot  Air  Fm'ce 
Base,  Minot.  North  Dakota;  Lockbume 
Air  Force  Base,  Columbus.  Ohio,  Wrlght- 
Patterson  Air  Force  Base.  Dayton,  Ohio; 
Altus  Air  Force  Base.  Altus.  Oklahoma, 
Port  Sill.  Lawton,  Oklahoma,  Tinker  Air 
Force  Base,  Oklahcnna  City.  CEdahoma. 
Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  CMdahoma; 
Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base.  Rapid  Cily. 
South  Dakota;  Arnold  Air  Force  Station. 
Tullahoma,  Tennessee.  Naval  Air  Station 
Memphis,  Millington.  Tennessee. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin, 
Texas,  Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Texas,  Carswell  Air  Force  Base, 
Fort  Worth.  Texas,  Dyess  Air  Force  Base, 
Abilene,  Texas,  EUlngtim  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  Naval  Air  Station,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas,  Fort  Bliss.  El  Paso,  Texas. 
Fort  Hood,  Killeen.  Texas,  Fort  Sam 
Houston,  San  Antonio,  Texas.  Fort  Wel¬ 
ters,  Mineral  Wells,  Texas,  Goodfellow 
Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas.  Krily 
Air  Force  Base,  San  Antcmio,  T»as, 
Lackland  Air  Force  Base.  San  Antonio, 
Texas,  Laredo  Air  Force  Base,  Laredo, 
Texas.  Laughlln  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio. 
Texas,  Naval  Air  Statiim.  Corpus  Christ!, 
Texas,  Naval  Air  Station,  Kingsville. 
Texas.  Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  Univer¬ 
sal  City,  Texas.  Reese  Air  Force  Base, 
Lubbock.  Texas,  Sheniard  Air  Force 
Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  Webb  Air 
Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas;  and 
Camp  McCoy,  Sparta,  Wiscon. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
Louisville,  Ky.,  or  that  part  of  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beglnni^  at  the  Penn^lvanla-CMiio 
State  line,  and  extending  along  U H.  Hwy. 
422  to  Junction  U.S.  Hwy.  62.  thence  alcmg 
UB.  Hwy.  62  to  Junctkm  UB.  Hwy.  40, 
thence  along  UB.  Hwy.  40  to  Springfield. 
CMilo,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy.  440  to 
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junction  UJS.  Hwy.  40,  thence  along  UjS. 
Hwy.  40.  to  Junction  UJS.  Hwy.  36,  thence 
along  UH.  Hwy.  36  to  the  Ullnois-Bfis- 
souri  State  line. 

No.  MC  111823  Sub  ElOl.  filed  June  4. 
1974.  AppUcant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road.  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway.  New  York,  New  Yoiic  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
between  Stewart  Reid,  Newbiugh,  N.Y.. 
and  n.S.  Military  Academy,  West  Point. 
N.Y..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Carig  Air  R>rce  Base,  Salem,  Alabama; 
Fort  McClellan  Anniston,  Alabama;  Fort 
Rucker,  Ozark,  Alabama;  Gunter  Air 
Force  Base,  Montgomery.  Alabama; 
Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery, 
Alabama;  Redstone  Arse^,  Himtsville, 
Alabama.  Bljrtheville  Air  Force  Base, 
BlythevlUe,  Ai^ansas;  Little  Rock  Air 
Force  Base.  Jacksonville.  Arkansas;  Ent 
Air  Force  Base  b  Peterson  Reid,  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs.  Colorado;  Rtzsimons  Gen¬ 
eral  Hospital,  Denver,  Colorado;  Fort 
Carson,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado; 
Lowry  Air  Force  Base,  Denver,  Colorado; 
UH.  Air  Force  Academy,  Colorado 
flings,  Colorado;  Eglin  Air  Force  Base, 
Valparaiso,  Rorida;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Pensacola,  Rorida;  Naval  Air  Station 
Whiting  Reid,  Milton,  Rorida;  Tyndall 
Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Rorida; 
Fort  Banning,  Columbus,  Georgia;  Cha- 
nute  Air  Force  Base,  Rantoul,  Illinois; 
Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  Illinois; 
Joliet  Army  Ammunition  Depot.  Joliet, 
Illinois;  Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna. 
Illinois;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview 
minols;  Naval  Training  Center,  Great 
Lakes.  Illinois;  Scott  Air  Force  Base, 
Believe.  Illinois;  Grissom  Air  Force 
Base,  Peru.  Indiana;  Fort  Benjamin 
Harrison,  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  Naval 
Ammunition  Depot,  Crane.  Indiana; 
Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas; 
Fort  Leavenworth,  Leavenworth,  Kan¬ 
sas;  Fort  Riley,  Junction  City,  Kansas; 
McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita. 
Kansas;  Fort  Campbell,  Hopkinsville. 
Kentucky.  . 

Fort  Knox,  Fort  Knox,  Kentucky; 
Bai^sdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana;  England  Air  Force  Base. 
Alexandria,  Louisiana;  Fort  Polk,  Lees- 
vUle,  Louisiana;  Naval  Air  Station,  New 
Orleiems,  Louisiana;  Kincheloe  Air  Force 
Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  Michigan;  K.  L 
Sawyer  Air  Force  Base,  Gwinn,  Michi¬ 
gan;  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan;  Wurtsmith 
Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan;  Du¬ 
luth  IntemsUional  Airport,  Duluth,  Min¬ 
nesota;  Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Mississippi;  Keesler  Air  Force  Base. 
Biloxi.  Mississippi;  Naval  Air  Station. 
Meridiah,  Mississippi;  Naval  Construc¬ 
tion  Battalion.  Gulfport,  Mississippi: 
Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Waynesville,  Mis¬ 
souri;  Richards-Gebaur  Air  Force  Base. 
Kansas  City,  Missouri;  Whitman  Air 
Force  Base,  Knob  Noster,  Missouri;  Of- 
futt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska; 
Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base,  Emerado, 


North  Dakota;  Minot  Air  Force  Base, 
Minot.  North  Dakota;  Lockboume  Air 
Force  Base.  Columbus,  Ohio;  Wright- 
Patterson  Air  Force  Base.  Dayton,  Ohio; 
Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma; 
Fort  Sill,  Lawtcm,  Oklahoma;  Tinker  Air 
Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma; 
Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid.  Oklahoma; 
Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base.  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota,  Arnold  Air  Force  Station, 
Tallahoma.  Tennessee;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion  Memphis,  Millington,  Tennessee; 
Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas; 
Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio, 
Texas;  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas;  Dyess  Air  Force  Base, 
Abilene,  Texas;  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas;  Naval  Air  Station,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas;  Port  Bliss,  El  Paso,  Texas; 
Fort  Hood,  Killeen,  Texas;  Fort  Sam 
Houston,  San  Antonio,  Texas;  Fort 
Wolters,  Mineral  Wells.  Texas;  Good- 
fellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas; 
Kelly  Air  Force  Base.  San  Antonio, 
Texas;  Lackland  Air  Force  Base,  San 
Antonio.  Texas;  Laredo  Air  Force  Base, 
Laredo,  Texas;  Laughlin  Air  Force  Base, 
Dei  Rio,  Texas;  Naval  Air  Station.  Cor¬ 
pus  Christ!,  Texas:  Naval  Air  Station 
Chase  Reid,  Beeville,  Texas;  Naval  Air 
Station.  Kingsville,  Texas;  Randolph  Air 
Force  Base,  Universal  City,  Texas;  Reese 
Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas;  Shep¬ 
pard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas;  Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring, 
Texas;  Camp  McCoy,  Sparta,  Wisconsin. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
Louisville,  Ky.,  or  that  part  of  Ohio, 
Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania -Ohio 
State  line,  and  extending  along  UJS. 
Hwy.  422  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy.  62,  thence 
along  UJS.  Hwy.  62  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy. 
40.  thmce  along  U.6.  Hwy.  40  to  Spring- 
field,  Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy.  440 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy.  40,  thence  along 
UJS.  Hwy.  40,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy.  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hwy.  36  to  the  Illinois- 
Missouri  State  line. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E569).  filed 
May  17.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Tiaga 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Nebraska;  and 
fixMn  those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland  state  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  22.  thence  alongU.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  322, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  144,  thence 
alcmg  Pennsylvania  Highway  144  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22p  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  664,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  644  to  juneticxi 
Pennsylvania  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Poinsylvania  Highway  44  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  414,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  414  to  junction 


Pennsylvania  Highway  287,  thence  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  287  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  249,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  249  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line,  to  those 
points  in  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  183.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E588).  filed 
May  17, 1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGERAT¬ 
ED  F<X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Siunmer 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
inc:  frozen  foods,  (1)  from  points  in  Erie 
Coimty,  Pa.,  to  those  points  in  N.Y.  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
14  to  junction  New  York  Highway  13. 
thence  along  N.Y.  Highway  13  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  jimction  New  York  Highway  12, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  12  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  28,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  28  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  30,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  30  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  3,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  New  York  Highway  58, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  58  to  the 
St.  Lawrence  River;  (2)  from  points  in 
Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  to  those  points 
in  New  York  on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  and  extending 
aligig  New  York  Highway  57  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
17,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  17 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  6.  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  6  to  the  New  Yoiic-Con- 
necticut  State  line. 

(3)  From  points  in  Franklin  County, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  ’Tioga  County.  N.Y.,  and 
those  in  New  York  bounded  on  the  west 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  and 
extending  along  New  York  Highway  57 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  11  to  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line,  and  on  the  south 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ext^ding 
along  New  York  Highway  17  to  juncticm 
New  Yoalc  Highway  30.  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  30  to  junctimi  New  York 
Highway  7,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  7  to  Schenectady,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  50  to  its  junction  New 
York  Highway  29.  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  29  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  Highway  at  Battenville,  thence 
along  unnumbered  Highway  to  Shushan, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  313  to 
the  New  York- Vermont  State  line;  (4) 
from  points  in  Adams  County,  Pa.,  to 
those  points  in  New  York  bounded  on  the 
west  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  328  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  14,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  14  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  13,  thence  along  New 
Yoiic  Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  11 
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to  junction  New  York  Highway  57, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  57  to 
Lake  Ontario,  and,  on  the  south,  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  Yoik-Penn- 
sylvania  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  Junction  New  Yoiic 
Highway  7,  thence  along  New  York  High- 
way  7  to  Schenectady,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  50  to  Junction  New  York 
Highway  29,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  29  to  Junction  New  York  High- 
way  153,  thence  akmg  New  York  High¬ 
way  153  to  the  New  York- Vermont  State 
line. 

(5)  Fnmi  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  n.S.  Highway  IS,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  bounded  on  the  west 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  328  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  14,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  14  to  Juncticm  New  York 
Highway  13,  thence  almig  New  Yoik 
Highway  13  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway  11, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  57,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  57  to  Lake  Ontario,  and, 
on  the  south,  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  York-Pennsylvsuiia  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  7,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  7  to  Schenec¬ 
tady,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
SO  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  29, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  29  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  153,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  153  to  the  New 
York-Vermont  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E593),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FCMDD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  BosUm,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods  (1)  from  points  in  Tio¬ 
ga  Coimty,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma: 

(2)  from  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  15.  and  on, 
east,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
U.S.  Highway  15  and  extending  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  35  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  322,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  322  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  144,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Hlfidiway  144  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  287, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  287 
to  Jtinction  ^Pennsylvania  Highway  249, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  249 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  Yotk  State  line, 
to  points  in  Oklahmna;  and  (3)  from 
points  in  Adams  County,  Pa.,  to  those 
points  in  Oklahoma  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  CMdahcxna- 
Texas  State  line  and  extending  al<mg 
U.S.  Highway  77- to  Jimctkm  Oklahoma 
Highway  7,  thmce  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  7  to  Lawton,  thence  along  n.S. 
Highway  62  to  Junction  UH.  Highway 
183,  thmce  along  UH.  Highway  183  to 
the  Oklahmna-Kansas  State  line.  The 


purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub  E613).  filed  May 
19,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIOERATE2D 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  316  Summer  St,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
poultry,  frozen  seafood,  and  frozen 
fruit  and  vegetables,  from  those  points  in 
Delaware.  Maryland,  and  Virginia  east 
of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of  the 
C2iesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal  to 
those  points  in  New  York  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  and 
extending  along  New  York  Highway  3,  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  30,  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira. 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E776).  filed 
May  19.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  juices  and  frozen  berries  (1) 
from  those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  202  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  309, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  309 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  61,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  61  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  42,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  42  to  Jimctl<m  U.S. 
Highway  220,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
220  to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State 
line,  to  those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending 
along  alternate  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  109,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  109  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indlana  State  line:  (2)  from  those  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on,  north,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  209,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  209,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
209  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  IQghway 
93,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
93  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
487,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
487  to  Junctl<m  UB.  Highway  220.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  the  Peimsyl- 
vania-New  York  State  line  to  those 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennes- 
see  State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thoice  along  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  the  Kentucky  Indiana  State  line; 

(3)  From  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 


Highway  80  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  115,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  115  to  Wilkes-Barre,  thmce 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  309  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  29,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  29  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  14  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line,  to  those  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  31E: 

(4)  from  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  84  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  390,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  390  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  940,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  940  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  115,  thence  alcmg  Pennsylvania 
Highway  115  to  Wilkes-Barre,  thence 
sdong  Pennsylvania  Highway  309  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  29,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  29  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thmce  along  U.S. 
Hlidiway  6  to  jimction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  14,  thence  along  Poinsylvania 
Highway  14  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line,  to  those  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hicdiway  150  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  line. 

(5)  From  those  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line  and 'extending  al<mg  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Hicdiway  14, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  14 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line, 
to  points  in  Kentucky;  (6)  from  points 
in  Bradford  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Kentucky;  (7)  fixnn  those  points  in  New 
Jersey  on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  322  to  Junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  54.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  54  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  206,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  206 
to  Junction  New  Jersey  Highway  543, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  543 
to  Junction  New  Jersey  Highway  541, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  541 
to  the  Delaware  River  to  those  points 
in  Kratucky  on.  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentudiy-Tennes- 
see  State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  641  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
68,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  68  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  60  to  the  Ohio  River;  (8) 
from  those  points  in  New  Jersey  on. 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  begbining  at 
the  Bamegat  Bay  and  extending  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  37  to  Jimction  New 
Jersey  Highway  70,  thence  akmg  New 
Jersey  Highway  70  to  Junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  530.  thmce  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  530  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Hishway  545,  thence  along  New  Jersey 


FfOEKAL  IfGISTEI.  VOL  40,  NO.  150 — MONDAY,  AUGUST  4,  I47S 


32812 


NOTICES 


Hlfl^iway  545  to  Jonctloii  UJS.  Highway 
205,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  206  to 
Trenton,  thence  akmg  UH.  Highway  201 
to  the  Ddaware  River,  to  those  point*  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  UH.  Hl^way 
41. 

(9)  From  those  points  In  New  Jersey 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  33  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highway  130,  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  130  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  522,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  522  to  Junction  UJS.  Hi^way 
1.  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  1  to  Junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  26,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  26  to  New 
Brunswick,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  527  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  287,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  287  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  28,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  28  to  Jimctlon  n.S.  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway 
22  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  78, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  78 
to  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State 
line,  to  those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  UJS.  Highway  231;  (10)  fnun 
those  points  in  New  Jersey  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  and  extending  along  New  Jersey 
HUdiway  33  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
130,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  130  to 
Junction  New  Jersey  Highway  522,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  522  to  Junc- 
tlcm  UJS.  Highway  1,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  26  to  New  Brunswick,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  527  to  Jimctlon  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  287,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Hlfidiway  287  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  28,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  28  to  Junction  UB.  High- 
sray  206,  thence  alimg  UJS.  Highway  206 
to  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State 
line,  to  those  points  In  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken- 
tucky-Indiana  State  line  and  ext^dlng 
along  UJS.  Highway  60  to  Junction  Km- 
tucky  Highway  79,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  79  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  231,  thence  along  U.8.  High¬ 
way  231,  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line. 

(11)  From  those  points  In  New  Jersey 
(m.  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Rajltan  Bay  and  extending  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  535  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  18,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  18  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  287,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  287  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  28.  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  28  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
206,  thence  alcmg  UB.  Highway  206  to 
the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
to  those  points  In  Kentucky  on.  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  ffighway  31E  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  65.  thence  akmg 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  31W,  th«Ke  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  31W  to  Muldraugh,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  1638  to  Junction 


Kentucky  Highway  79.  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  79  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indlana  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  la  to  dhnlnate  the  gateway  of 
Dundee.  N.  Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E792).  filed 
Iday  19,  1974.  Applicant;  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum- 
m^  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant's  r^jresentatlve;  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authmity  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  froaen  fruits  and  berries  and  frozen 
fruit  and  berry  concentrates,  from  those 
points  in  Peimsylvanla  on  and  east  od  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pmnsylvania- 
Maryland  State  line  and  extending  alixig 
U.S.  Highway  622  to  Junction  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  322,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322 
to  Junction  Pransylvanla  Highway  144, 
thence  along  Pemuylvanla  Highway  144 
to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  44, 
thence  al(»g  Pennsylvania  Highway  44 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line 
to  those  points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Mexieo  International  Boundary  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  81  to  Junc- 
tixm  UB.  Hl^wi^  87.  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  87  to  Junction  UJ3.  IDghway 
377,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  377  to 
jimctlcxi  UB.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  183  to  Junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  180,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  180 
to  junctkm  Texas  Highway  67,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  67  to  Juncttmi 
Texas  Highway  16,  thence  along  TuEas 
Highway  16  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
281,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlihway  281  to 
the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line;  (2) 
from  points  in  Tioga  County,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Texas;  and  (3)  from  those 
points  In  Pennsylvania  on,  north,  and 
east  oi  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  Jersey  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  78  to  Jimc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  81,  thence  idmig 
Interstate  Hiidiway  81  to  Junctlim  UJS. 
Highway  209,  thence  along  UB.  IBghway 
209,  to  the  Susquehanna  River,  thence 
commencing  at  the  Susquehanna  River 
and  extending  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  34,  to  Junction  UJS.  Highway  322, 
thmice  along  UJS.  Highway  322  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  144  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  6,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  6  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  449,  thence  along  Pmnsylvanla 
Highway  449  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  Une,  to  points  in  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pmm  Yan,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E795).  filed 
May  19.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Bostim,  Mass.  02210.  Api^- 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  prune  juice,  from  those 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of 
UB.  Hlidiway  15,  and  on.  nmih.  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  UB.  Highway 
15  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  522 


to  Junction  UB.  Highway  322,  thence 
along  UJEl.  Highyray  322  to  Jtmctiim  UB. 
Highway  220,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
220  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
120,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
120  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
144,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
144  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  UB.  ffighway  6  to  Junctlim  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Hl^way  449,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  mghway  449  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line,  to  those 
points  in  Kansas,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State 
line  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
81  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Junction  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  14,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  14  to  Junction  Kansas  Highway 
96,  thence  alixig  Kansas  Highway  96  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  35.  thenee 
al(»g  Interstate  Highway  35  to  the  Kan- 
sas-Oklahoma  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plant  sites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Duffy-Mott  Co.,  me.,  at  Williamson.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub  E990).  filed  De- 
cember  2.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC..  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  (^lerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Benton  Harbor 
and  St.  Jos^i,  Mich.,  to  points  in  D^- 
ware,  those  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvanla 
State  line,  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  15  to  its  Junction  with  inter¬ 
state  Highway  70.  thence  along  mterstate 
Highway  70  to  Junction  mterstate  High¬ 
way  495,  thence  along  mterstate  High¬ 
way  495  to  Maryland-Vlrglnla  State  line, 
and  the  Distrli^  ot  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  te  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub  E991) .  filed  De¬ 
cern^  2.  1974.  Applicant;  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Massachusetts  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  in  v^cles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrlgeraticm  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
frmn  St.  Joseph  and  Benton  Harbor. 
Mich.,  to  points  in  ^firglnla.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  113843  Sub  E997.  filed  Decem- 
ber  2, 1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
FCXK)  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Summer 
Street,  Boehm.  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  opemte 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
frozen  poultry,  frozen  seafood,  and  frozen 
fruUs  mmd  vepetables,  (1)  from  points  in 
Kent  County,  Dd.,  and  Kent  and  Queen 
Annas  Counties,  Md.,  to  those  points  in 
Ark.  on.  north,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ark.-Okla.  State  line  and 
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extending  along  n.S.  Hwy.  64  to  junction 
Ark.  fiw7.  21,  thence  along  Aik.  Hw7> 
21  to  junction  Ark.  Hwy.  68,  thence  al(ng 
Ark.  Hwy.  68  to  junctlMi  U.S.  Hwy.  62, 
thence  along  n.S.  Hwy.  62  to  junction 
Ark.  Hwy.  5,  thence  along  Ark.  Hwy.  5  to 
the  Ark-Mo.  State  line;  (2)  fnxn  those 
in  Del.,  Md.  (except  Poccwnoke  CJlty, 
Cambridge,  and  CTrl^eld) ,  and  Va.  east 
of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Minnesota,  and  Ne¬ 
braska;  (3)  from  those  points  in  Del., 
Md.  (except  Pocomoke  C^ty,  Cambridge, 
and  Crlsfleld) ,  and  Va.  east  of  the  CSiesa- 
peake  Bay  and  south  oi  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal  to  those  points  in 
Kans.,  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Kans.-CAla.  State  line 
and  extending  along  UB.  Hwy.  83  to 
junction  Kans.  Hwy.  4,  thence  along 
Kans.  Hwy.  4  to  jimction  UJS.  Hwy.  183, 
thence  along  UB.  Hwy.  183,  to  the  Kans.- 
Neb.  State  line  and  those  points  in 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy.  83;  and  (4) 
from  those  points  in  Del.  and  Md.  (ex¬ 
cept  PocomcAe  City,  Cambridge,  and 
CMsfield)  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay 
and  south  ot  the  Chesapeake  and  Dela¬ 
ware  Canal,  to  those  p^ts  in  Kansas 
on  and  west  of  UB.  Hwy.  283.  Hie  pur¬ 
pose  of  ttiis  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.T. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub  E1017).  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRID- 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  St..  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
veUcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittstown.  Pa., 
to  those  points  in  West  Virginia  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  77,  to  the  West  Vlr- 
glnla-Ohlo  State  line,  and  Bristol,  Va. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1045).  filed 
December  2.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC..  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpcnrt- 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables,  from  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  and  Rhode  Island, 
to  points  in  Colorado.  Ihe  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Geneva,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1046).  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Siunmer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  IrregxUar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables,  from  points  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Connecticut.  Rhode  Island, 
to  Springfield,  HI.,  Louisville.  Ky..  Keno¬ 


sha.  Wls.,  Kansas  City,  and  Vlnita  Park, 
Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1047).  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  soxudit 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motcu: 
vehicle,  over  Irregtilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables,  from  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  to 
points  in  Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ge¬ 
neva,  N.Y.  ^ 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1048).  filed 
December  2.  1974.  AiH>licant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  r^nesentatlve:  Lawroice  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  frozen  fruites,  frozen  berries, 
and  frozen  vegetaHes,  from  points  In 
Massachusetts.  Connecticut.  Rhode  Is¬ 
land.  to  p<^ts  in  Kansas.  Ihe  purpose 
of  this  flUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Geneva,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1049).  filed 
December  2.  1974.  Ai^llcant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston.  Mass  02210.  Ap- 
I^cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above)  .Authority  sought 
to  (Hierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries, 
and  frozen  vegetables,  from  points  In 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  lUiode  Is¬ 
land,  to  points  in  Iowa.  Hie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Geneva,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-N6.  E1050).  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FCXJD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Siunmer  St..  Boston.  Mass  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  frozen  fruits,  from  Hcmlton, 
Maine,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota.  Missouri, 
Kentucky,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West- 
field.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1053),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston.  Mass  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  hozen  foods,  from  Hanover, 
Pa.,  to  those  points  in  New  York 
bounded  on  the  west  by  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla  State 
line  and  extending  almig  New  York 
Highway  14  to  Lake  Ontario,  and 
bounded  on  the  south  and  east  by  a  line 


beginning  at  the  New  Yotk-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  and  extending  akmg 
unnumbered  Highway  to  junction  New 
York  IHghway  17,  thence  along  New 
Yoik  IHghway  17  to  Sn^ampton, 
thence  almig  New  Yoik  12  to  junction 
New  York  Hlidiway  28,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  28  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  9,  thence  along  U.S.  IHghway 
9  to  the  n.S. -Canada  Intematlixial 
Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1054).  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FXXID  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ai^li- 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods  from  CTarteret,  NJ.,  to 
that  portion  of  Kentucky  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-<%io 
State  line  and  extend^  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Ellzabelhtown. 
thence  along  Kentucky  Hlsdiway  61  to 
Junction  Kentucky  Hl^way  55.  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  55  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  Line.  Hie  purpose  of  this  flUng  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1056),  filed 
December  2.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  souiht  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  motor 
vdilcle,  ow  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  from  North  Bruns¬ 
wick.  N.J.,  to  that  portlim  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohlo-PKUisylvania  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Meadvllle,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  77  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  27,  thence  along  Poinsylvania 
Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  6  to  Warren, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  59 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1060), filed 
December  2,  1974.  Arolicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sou^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  from  (Taribon,  Blaine, 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado.  Iowa, 
KMitucky,  BHnnesota.  BHssourl,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Oklahoma.  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Westfield.  NTY. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1063).  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Aiylicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC..  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02218.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
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(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  from  North  Brunswick, 
N.J.,  to  Springfield,  Ohio,  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  Clevdand,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  71  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  98,  thence  over  Ohio  Highwicr 
95  to  Marion,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
739  to  Junction  Ohio  State  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Ohio  State  Highway  47  to 
Bellefontaine,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  to  the  Ohio  River.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E1068) ,  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  PCX)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Sununer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  F. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  frozen  foods  from  points  in  Catta¬ 
raugus,  CThautauqua,  and  Hrie  Counties, 
N.Y.,  to  CThicago,  HI.,  Green  Bay  and  Mil¬ 
waukee.  Wis.,  and  points  in  Connecticut, 
Indiana,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New 
Jersey,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode 
Island.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E18) .  filed  June  3. 
1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  r^resentative: 
Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  cerate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran^x>rting:  Canned  goods  (ex¬ 
cept  dairy  products  and  meat),  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  north  of  Crawford, 
Richland,  Souk.  Columbia,  Dodge,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Ozaukee  Counties  to  points 
in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E52) ,  filed  May  24. 
1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn  55104.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods,  from 
IJoints  in  North  Dakota  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  (exc^t  points  in  Atchison  County) . 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Chanhassen,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E53) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  TOO  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  r^resentatlve: 
Michad  P.  Zell  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers  and 
container  ends,  metal  accessories,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  by  a  canning 
factory,  fnxn  points  in  Wisconsin  to 
pcdnts  in  South  Dakota  in  and  west  of 
Brown,  Spink,  Beadle,  Jerauld.  Brule, 
and  Gregory  Counties.  Ihe  purpose  of 


this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E84) ,  filed  Jime  4, 
1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT  <X)M- 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Patil, 
Minn.  55104.  Ai^Ucant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  Canned 
goods  containers  and  (2)  container  ends, 
accessories,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  maniffac- 
ture  and  distribution  of  metal  containers 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers — from  aU  points  in  Wisconsin  ex¬ 
cept  Douglas  Covmty  to  aU  points  in 
South  Dakota  in  and  west  of  Bro'tm, 
Spink,  Beadle,  Sanborn,  Davison.  Doug¬ 
las,  and  Charles  Mix  Countl^.  The 
puipose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E87),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  Goods  (ex¬ 
cept  dairy  products  and  meat),  from 
points  in  No^  Dakota  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E89) .  filed  June  4. 
1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT  <X)M- 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods  (ex¬ 
cept  dairy  products  and  meat),  from 
Omaha,  Nebraska,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Lower  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and 
District  of  .Coliunbia.  The  pun>ose  of  this 
fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E90) .  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods  (ex¬ 
cept  dairy  products  and  meat),  from 
points  in  Montana  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp»shire, 


New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
pm^jose  of  this  filing  is  to  eUminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E  94).  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Sugar,  utilized  as  a  canning  factory  sup¬ 
ply,  from  points  in  South  D^ota  except 
points  in  Buffalo,  Jerauld,  Sanborn,  Mi¬ 
ner,  Lake,  Moody,  GuUe,  Aurora,  Davison, 
Hanson,  McCook,  Minnehaha,  Gregory, 
Charles  Mix,  Dougltu,  Hutchinson, 
Turner.  Lincoln,  Bon  Hamme,  Yankton, 
Clay,  and  Union  Coimties)  and  points  in 
North  Dakota  and  Montana  to  points  in 
HUnois.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E150).  filed  No¬ 
vember  22,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  780  North  Prior 
Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Michael  P.  ZeU 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  containers  and  paper  con¬ 
tainer  closures  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  HamUton,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  points  in  Iowa  (except 
points  in  Davis,  Van  Buren,  Jefferson, 
Henry,  Lee.  Des  Moines,  and  Louisa 
Counties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eUminate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub  E156).  filed  May 
31,  1974.  AppUcant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  780  North  Prior  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  ZeU  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Con¬ 
tainers  and  container  ends,  metal  acces¬ 
sories.  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
by  a  canning  factory  (Sub  79) ,  from  all 
points  in  Wisconsin  (except  points  in 
Crawford,  Grant,  Iowa,  Lafayette,  and 
Green  Counties)  to  aU  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado.  The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eUminate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub  E72),  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1974.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL 
PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  PO  Box  10327, 
Birmingham.  Ala.  35202.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Such  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  agricul¬ 
ture.  ivater  treatment,  food  processing, 
wholesale  groceries,  and  institutional 
supply  industries  (.except  in  bulk)  as  are 
embraced  in  iron  and  steel  articles, 
cranes,  sand  hoppers,  elevators,  convey¬ 
ors,  dust  collectors,  meter  boxes,  and  as 
are  also  embraced  in  pipe,  fittings,  valves, 
hydrants,  gaskets,  iron  castings,  cmd  ac- 
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cessories,  (1)  from  those  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama  bounded  on  the  north  by  UiS. 
Highway  84  frmn  the  Alabcuna-Mlssls- 
sippi  State  Line,  eastward  to  the  inter¬ 
section  of  n.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  southward,  to  the  Ala- 
bama-florlda  State  Line  at.  and  includ¬ 
ing,  Flomaton,  Alabama-Florlda.  thence 
westward  and  southward  from  Flomaton 
along  the  Alabama-Florlda  State  Line 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  and  on  the  west 
by  the  Alabama-Mlssisslppl  State  Line, 
northward,  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
U.S.  Highway  84.  tojpolnts  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Oregon,  Arizona,  Utah,  Nevada, 
Idaho.  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Montana, 
Nebraska.  Kansas,  South  Dakota,  North 
Eiakota,  Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Illinois.  Mich¬ 
igan.  Minnesota,  Indiana.  Ohio.  Ken¬ 
tucky.  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island.  Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  Maine;  (2)  from  those  points 
in  that  portion  of  Alabama  bounded  on 
the  nor^  by  UJ3.  Highway  82  fnxn  the 
Alabama-Mississlppi  State  Line,  thence 
eastward  to  the  Intersection  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  southward  to  the  inter¬ 
section  with  UJS.  Highway  84,  thence  to 
the  Alabama-Mississlppi  State  Line  to 
points  in  Callfbmla,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Arizona,  Nevada,  Utah,  Idaho,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Wyoming.  Ccdorado,  Montana,  Texas, 
Oklahoma.  Nebraska,  Kansas,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  North  Dakota,  Iowa,  Wisconsin.  Il¬ 
linois,  Minnesota,  Michigan.  Missouri,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island. 
Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire.  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  Maine. 

(3)  From  those  points  in  that  portion 
of  Alabama  located  at  the  Intersection 
of  Alabama  State  Highway  5  and  UR. 
Highway  278,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  the  intersection  of  U.S.  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65,  thence  on  UJ3.  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Alabama  State 
Highway  69,  thence  on  Alabama  State 
Highway  69  to  the  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  82.  thence  on  UjS.  Highway 
82  to  the  Alabcuna-Mlsslssippl  State  Line, 
then  to  U.S.  Highway  78.  thence  on  U.S. 
Highway  78  to  intersection  UH.  Highway 
278,  thence  on  UJS.  Highway  278  to  the 
intersection  with  Alabama  State  Hlgdi- 
way  5  to  points  in  California.  Oregon, 
Washington,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Ne¬ 
vada.  Uti^  Idaho,  Wyoming.  Colorado, 
Montana.  Texas.  Oklahoma,  Nebraska. 
Kansas,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  kflchigan,  Minnesota, 
West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 


Ymrk,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massa- 
chxisetts.  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and 
Maine;  (4)  from  those  points  in  that  por¬ 
tion  of  Alabama  locate  at  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Alabama  State  Highway  79  and 
,U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231  to  Interstate  20.  thence  on  Inter¬ 
state  20  to  the  intersection  with  Alabama 
State  Highway  77,  thence  to  the  inter¬ 
section  of  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  231 
located  at  Talladega  (and  including  Tal¬ 
ladega,  Alabama) ,  thence  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  Alternate  231  to  the  intersection  of 
Alabama  State  Highway  22,  thence  on 
Alabama  State  Highway  22  to  the  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  on 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  the  intersection  of 
Alabama  State  Highway  69,  thence  on 
Alabama  State  Highway  69  to  the  inter¬ 
section  with  Interstate  Highway  65, 
thence  on  Interstate  Highway  65  to  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabama  (and  Including  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabcnna),  and  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  UB.  Highway  31  and  Alabama 
State  Highway  79,  thence  on  Alabama 
State  Highway  79  to  the  intersection 
with  UJS.  Highway  231  to  i>oints  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Washington,  Oregon,  Arizona, 
Utah,  Nevada,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Texas,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Kansas. 
South  Dakota,  North  Dakota.  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan.  Illinois,  Minnesota,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio.  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Maryland.  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  Maine. 

(5)  From  those  points  in  that  portion 
of  Alabama  at  ttie  Intctrsection  of  U.S. 
Highway  Alternate  231  and  Alabama 
State  Highway  77  at  Talladega,  Alabama, 
thence  on  Alabama  State  Highway  77  to 
the  intn-sectlon  of  Alabama  State  High¬ 
way  22.  thence  <m  Alabama  State  High¬ 
way  22  to  the  intersection  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280,  thence  on  UJS.  Highway  280  to 
the  intersection  with  Alabama  State 
Highway  49  at  DadevUle,  Alabama,  and 
(including  DadevUle,  Alabama),  thence 
on  Alabama  State  Highway  49  to  the 
intersection  of  Alabama  State  Highway 
14,  thence  on  Alabcuna  State  Highway  14 
to  the  intersection  with  UJS.  Highway 
231,  thence  on  UJS.  Highway  231  to  the 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  82  at 
Montgomery,  Alabama  (and  including 
Montgom^,  Alabama),  thence  <m  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  the  Intersectlcm  with  AUi- 
bama  State  Highway  22,  thmce  on  Ala¬ 
bama  State  Highway  22  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  with  UJEL  Highway  231,  thence  on 
UJS.  Highway  231  to  the  intersecticm  with 
UJS.  Highway  Alternate  231  at  Syla- 
cauga.  Alabama  (and  including  Syla- 
caoga,  Alabama),  thence  on  UJS.  High¬ 


way  Alternate  231  to  the  intersection 
with  Alabama  State  Highway  77  to 
points  in  Callfmnia,  Washington.  Ore¬ 
gon.  Arizoaa,  Utah,  Nevada,  Idaho,  V(y- 
oming,  CcUorado,  Texas,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Kansas.  South  Dakota  North 
Dakotsk,  Iowa.  Wisconsin.  Michigan,  Vi¬ 
ncis.  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Delaware. 
(%io,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Mary¬ 
land.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Cmmecticut, 
Rhode  Island.  Pennsylvania,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  -New  Hampshire,  Vermcmt,  and 
Maine. 

(6)  From  those  points  in  that  portion 
of  Alabama  at  the  intersections  with  U.S. 
Interstate  65  and  UJS.  Highway  278, 
thence  on  UJS.  Highway  278  to  the  in- 
tersectlcm  with  Alabama  State  Highway 
69.  thence  on  Alabama  State  Highway  69 
to  the  intersection  with  UJS.  Highway 
231,  thence  (m  U.S.  Highway  231  to  the 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  278, 
thence  on  U.S.  Highway  278  to  the  in¬ 
tersection  with  Alabama  State  Highway 
75.  thence  on  Alabama  State  Highway 
75  to  the  lntersecti(xi  with  Alabama 
State  Highway  35,  thence  on  Alabama 
State  Highway  35  to  the  intersection 
with  Alabama  State  Highway  9,  thence 
on  Alabama  State  Highway  9  to  the  in¬ 
tersection  with  U.S.  Highway  411,  thence 
(m  UJS.  Highway  411  to  the  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  431,  thence  on  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  the  intersection  with 
Alabama  State  Highway  21  at  Axmlston. 
Alabama  (and  including  Aimlston,  Ala¬ 
bama)  ,  thence  on  Alabama  State  High¬ 
way  21  to  the  intersectlmi  with  Alabama 
Highway  77,  thence  on  Alabama  High¬ 
way  77  to  the  lntersecti<m  with  U.S.  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20,  thence  on  UJS.  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20  to  the  intor^ction 
with  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  dn  UB. 
Highway  231  to  the  intersection  with 
Alabama  State  Highway  79,  thence  oa 
Alabama  State  Highway  79  to  the  intm*- 
section  with  Interstate  Highway  65  at 
Birmingham,  Alabama  (including  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabama),  thence  on  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  the  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  278  to  pcdnts  in  California, 
Oregmi,  Washlnghm,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
Utah,  Idaho.  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Texas,  Netoaska,  Kansas.  South 
Dakota,  North  Dakota,  New  York,  Con¬ 
necticut.  Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire. 
Vermoi)t,  and  Maine.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  dUmlnate  the  gateways  of 
Annlstmi  and  Holt,  Ala. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SBAL]  Robxit  L.  Oswald, 

Secretory. 
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